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finest tribute ever accorded to sterling is contained in Tax Laacert, of 
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on Natural Mineral Waiters,” “ Johannis’’—the subject of the Report—being selected from 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


(Brrors tHe Vacation Jupor.) 


Kent, Sussex, and General Land Gesiety (Lém.) v. penarennshcasiaromstead 808 
Kitts v. Moore & Co. . 7 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ar Tue rinat Vacation Sitting on Wednesday the Lord Chief 
Justice of a list of thirty cases, besides some x parte 
applications, and was able to rise at psy o’clock, 





By THe peaTo of Mr. Cnartes J. Toorzit, of the Central 
Office, the public service has lost an official of the very best 
type. Thoroughly versed in the of his department, he 
was always ready to place his knowledge at the service of the 
public for the purpose of ne technical difficulties, and 
smoothing the way of tioners; and our readers have 
frequently been indebted to his pen for observations on current 
points of practice. His loss is keenly felt in the Central Office, 
where his singular charm of manner and kindliness of 
disposition had greatly endeared him to all his colleagues. 





Tue RETIREMENT of Sir Jonn Riasy from political life, for 
which it was known he had a deen petition, 16 aay De 
surmised, ea y to considerations of heath ontively light 

t the serene age ppd comparati 
work of the Court of apeet t a recurrence of the 
attacks to which he has subjest. Hi His 
Lee in” Boer lf cag sng Poy Saypancuhay 
congratulation. Every knows his firm grasp of 
principle, extensive knowl of case law, and 
enunciation. What is not, perhaps, so generally 
habit of cai eal eee aba laviilantin of facts. 
most lawyers, has learnt and sedulously put in 
parle sky Symp ve dy dhe pec 3s Bp to find 
bat on eden hie onialcan although, after the fashi 
exalted ons were commonly a mere statement of 
the promt hel formed, they were invariably based 7 
a laborious a of all b gles - the case ae pat 
bearing upon the application octrine. He ly 
never seam ed” cso De life. Add to this annual 
share of practi sense an entire a arrogance, 
end there would ooams to bo peanent the quaiiiaaiions a @ great 
judge. 





Tae reTmREeMENT of Sir Avoeusrus Sreruznson from the 
ee Solicitor to the Treasury and Director of Public 
utions, although if we are correctly i his suc- 
cessor has oy | been selected, affords an ity 
considering the duties of, and qualifications the office. 
The duties of Solicitor to the are tolerably well 
known. Under the Act the (42 & 43 Viet. c. 
22) the duties of the Director of Public Prosecutions are stated 
to be “under the rag gem of the oS Se oe 


to institute, undertake, or carry on 
(uihethon ia the Court toe Onewn Onnee Ieoaeoeie bales esate 
of Oyer and Terminer or of the Peace, before magistrates or 
otherwise), and to ve ek ee to chief 
officers of police, to justices, and 
in any criminal proceeding : i 
be for the time 
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action ‘‘in cases which appear to be of importance or difficulty, 
or in which special circumstances, or the refusal or failure of a 
person to proceed with a prosecution, appear to render the action 
of such Director necessary to secure the due prosecution of an 
offender.” By section 3 the Director is to be either a barrister 
or a solicitor in actual practice, and of not less standing than 
ten years. So far it is plain that barristers and solicitors 
are equally eligible for the office. But then came the Act 





of 47 & 48 Vict. c. 58, under which the person for thé 


time being holding the office of Treasury Solicitor is to be 
Director of Public Prosecutions; we have, therefore, to seek 
the qualification for the former office. As, to this, the 
provision of the Solicitors Act, 1843, s. 47, that nothing therein 
contained shall extend or be’ construed to extend to the 
admission or any rights or privileges of any persons apr to 
he solicitor of the Treasury, appears to indicate tolerably gop 
that it was contemplated that the office might be held by a 
solicitor, but the Act which incorporates the Treasury Solicitor 
(39 & 40 Vict. c. 18) makes no provision on the subject. We 
think it may reasonably be asked whether, seeing that there 
happen at the present time to be solicitors peculiarly well quali- 
fied both for the post of Solicitor to the Treasury and for that of 
Director of Public Prosecutions, the experiment of appointing 
one of them might not have been advantageously tried. The 
question is not really one between the bar and the solicitors, 
but between the latter and an official who is only nominally a 
member of the bar. 


Ir 1s witn much regret that we announce the death of Mr. 
Watrer Brackett TREVELYAN, one of the Masters of the Bench 
of the Middle Temple. He never reached that degree of public 
recognition to which he was fairly entitled, both by his abilities 
and by his learning ; but for many years before his death his 
extraordinary attainments had been the admiration of a con- 
siderable circle, numbering among them some of the most 
eminent members both of the bench and the bar. — Theré is 
much reason to suppose that with him we have lost the last of 
the race of deeply learned lawyers. He began practice as a 
pleader, and did not originally contemplate being called to the 
bar; but when the Common Law Procedure Acts had (as the 
pleaders averred) made an end of the art of pleading, he was 
called, and entered into general practice on the common law 
side. With health that was somewhat delicate, and tastes 
that were somewhat fastidious, he never pushed himself into 
the prominence of a “great practice,” such as has been 
attained by many inferior men; and he probably did not 
desire it. His practice, however, was by no means incon- 
siderable, and it was much more remarkable from its quality 
than its quantity. It seemed to be made up of those interesting 
but difficult cases which involve a reference to knowledge which 
is unfamiliar because it seldom emerges into actual life. Thus 
Mr. Trevetyan’s practice resembled a kind of museum, con- 
sisting almost wholly of what to other men are rare and curious 
specimens. His learning was as wide as it was deep, and in the 
judgment of some competent persons his opinions on equity law 
were more valuable than those of most, if not all, of the equity 
lawyers—a fact which shews that, as his friends knew, his 
erudition was as remote as possible from the impracticability of 
the Dry-as-dust. That such a mine should now be closed for 
ever, without any of its treasures having been embodied in the 
literature of the law, is a subject for lasting regret. We can 
only write its epitaph, where we would more gladly point to its 
existing monument. 


Ovr corresporpest W. H. W., whose letter we print in 
another columin, appears to have suffered somewhat in conse- 
quence of having assumed that, in matters of procedure, the letter 
and the spirit of the law are in harmony with one another. The 
peculiarity in our complex system of procedure to which he calls 
attention shews how far too favourable in this respect was his 
view of our statutory provisions governing the practice of the 
High Court. He has done well to call attention to this matter, 
for he is by no means the first member of the profession who has 





of the County Courts Act, 1888, contains the following proviso: | 
“ Provided that if in any action founded on contract the plaintiff © 
shall within twenty-one days after service of the writ, or withia 


judge thereof, obtain an order under order 14 he shall — 


use in the Supreme Court.” 


14 within twenty-one days from the service of the writ. 


preted that proviso to mean something more than it actually 
says. They have concluded that its intention was to secure toa 
suitor the right to Supreme Court costs if he sued by specially-in- 
dorsed writ on a claim entitling him to summary judgment under 


intention of those who obtained the insertion of the proviso in 
section 116. If so, the clause as it stands does not carry out 
such intention at all. It certainly gives no right to a plaintiff, 
suing by specially-indorsed writ, to Supreme Court costs in any 
£50. Ifa defendant served allows judgment to go by default, 
entitled, on entering judgment, to £4 12s. costs, with £1 added 
for substituted service, which allowance is based on the county 
court scale. These costs our correspondent could have obtained 
if he had insisted upon it, as he was entitled todo. If he had 


entering judgment, his offer could hardly have been refused, or, 
if it had been refused, he could have served the writ although 


costs. He would thus have obtained his costs of substituted 
service. On the other hand, if the defendant had not settled, 
but had entered ana 
at once to judgment under order 14, in which case the costs of — 


costs to which he would have become entitled. Having com- 7 
promised the action before service and agreed to accept whatever: | 
costs he was entitled to on taxation, our correspondent would — 
appear to have lost his right to costs of the order for substituted 
service, no service having been effected. 


¥ 





AN INTERESTING point as to the effect of rule (2) in Schedule L,, 
Part I., to the General Order under the Solicitors’ Remuneration ~ 


elsewhere, 
negotiated by the vendor’s solicitor. It provides that, under 


such circumstances, ‘‘ he is to be entitled to charge commission ~ 
according to the above scales ’’—that is, the scale in Schedule L, 


Clearly the rule only contemplates the case where the solicitor is ~ 
entitled to a conducting fee on the auction, and since the decision ~ 


practice in the North of England, an auctioneer, paid by the ~ 
client, is employed at a fixed charge to receive the bids, the © 


rule is clear. 
and also one-half of the negotiating fee. 


by Schedule IT. ? 
position for the 


Mr. Maruer suggests that he is in the same | 


by the registrar of the Lancaster Palatine Court. 
other hand, in a similar case, the district registrar of the ae : 
Oourt at Liverpool allowed the full negotiating fee for the * 





had a rude awakening from the same impression. Section 116 


by private treaty, but reduced the charges for conducting the ~ 





such further time as may be ordered by the High Court or q © 


actual work of conducting the sale being done by the solicitor, © 
If the solicitor is entitled to the conducting fee, the effect of the © 
He gets the conducting fee on the reserve price ~ 
What is to happen | 
if, as in the case just mentioned, he is not entitled to the con- 
ducting fee, and therefore charges on the old system as altered ~ 


urpose of the rule in question as if he had @ 
received the conducting fee. He is entitled, that is, to only half © 
the negotiating fee; and a decision to this effect has bows gives e3 

u a 






be entitled to costs according to the scale fer the time being in = 
If we look merely at the letter of 7 
this provision read with its context, we find that a person who © 
commences an action of contract in the High Court, for a sum | 
not less than £20 but less than £50, can only receive county = 
court costs unless he obtains an order for judgment under order 
A good ~ 


many other practitioners besides our correspondent have inter- ~ 


RP oe 


order 14. It is not at all improbable that such was the original 7 


case where no defence is attempted, and where the claim is below © 


for example, the plaintiff in a ‘‘country or agency” case ig © 


offered to accept the above amount after deducting the cost of 7 
the debt was paid and entered judgment in default for £5 12s, © 


ce, the plaintiff could have proceeded § 


substituted service would have formed part of the Supreme Oourt ~ 


Act, 1881, is raised in a letter from Mr. Maruer which we print © 
The rule is intended to prescribe the remuneration © 
of a solicitor for conducting a sale when, after property has been ~ 
offered by auction and bought in, a sale by private treaty is | 


Part I.—‘‘ on the reserved price where the property is not sold, | 
and also one-half of the commission for negotiating the sale.” 


of the Court of Appeal in Drielsma v. Manifold (42 W. R. 578) he | 
has ceased to be allowed this fee when, according to the common | 


be 
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auction to a fee of three guineas in addition to the amount paid 
We confess we do not understand this latter 


to the auctioneer. 
decision. Either rule (2) applies or it does not. If it applies, 
the decision in the Palatine Court appears to be correct. 


have one-half of the negotiating fee. If, on the other hand, 


it does not apply, what authority is there for reducing his 


proper charges in respect of the auction? He must, in this 
event, be entitled to charge for the auction on the old system, 
as altered by Schedule Il., and also the full negotiating fee. 
This seems to be the correct alternative. For our own part we 
imagine that rule (2) must be considered to apply. The omis- 
sion to notice the case in which the solicitor does not receive the 
conducting fee, but is entitled to charge for the auction on the 
old system, is not surprising. Though such a mode of charging 
has been sanctioned by judicial decision, the framers of the 
Remuneration Order do not appear to have actually contem- 
plated it. Bearing this in ah, it is reasonable to —— 
that in construing rule (2) the omission must be supplied by 
making the words expressly referring to the scale conducting 
fee apply also, by implication, to charges for conducting based 
on the old system. The vendor’s solicitor, that is, gets in 
respect of the auction either the scale conducting fee or a fee 
calculated on the old system; but, in either case, he is entitled 
to only one-half of the negotiating fee on the subsequent sale 
by private treaty. 


WueEn A company, having the power to create new shares, 
allots such shares to shareholders in lieu of the payment of 
e original 
shares are settled on a tenant for life and remaindermen, 
whether the new shares are to be treated as capital or income. 
The principle applicable to the subject was stated by Fry, L.J., 
in delivering the judgment of the Court of Appeal in Re Bouch 
(33 W. R. 621, 29 Ch. D. 635). When the company has the 
power, either of distributing its profits as dividend or of con- 
verting them into capital, any exercise of its power is binding 
on all persons interested in the settled shares; and, conse- 
quently, what is paid by the company as dividend goes to the 
tenant for life, and what is paid by the company to the share- 
holder as capital enures to the benefit of all who are interested 
in the capital. In that case the House of Lords (12 App. Cas. 
385), while adopting this statement of principle, differed from 
the Court of Appeal as to the facts. company declared a 
bonus dividend, and at the same time ouliicinall te creation of 
new shares, which were to be offered to the existing share- 
holders. It was intended that the bonus should be applied in 

ying the amount due on the new shares. The House of 

rds held that, under the circumstances, the declaration of the 
bonus dividend and the allotment of the new shares formed, 
in effect, only one transaction; and, consequently, as the 
result was an increase of the capital of the company, the 
new shares were held for all parties entitled under the settle- 
ment, and did not go to the tenant for life. If, however, the 
declaration of the dividend and the issue of new shares in pay- 
ment of which the dividend may be applied are really distinct 
matters, subsequent cases shew that a different result will be 
arrived at. In Re Northage (60 L. J. Ch. 488) a bonus dividend 
was declared, and at the same time new shares were created 
and offered to the shareholders, but it was optional with them 
whether they would take the dividend in cash or in shares. 


Trustees, with the consent of the tenant for life, took new | P: 


shares. These were sold for £1,363, and the amount of the 
dividend was £750. The tenant for life claimed to be allowed 
£750 out of the proceeds, though he admitted that the balance 
belonged to the estate, and Norrn, J., allowed his claim. A 
similar question arose recently before Sririine, J., in Re Malam 
(ante, p. 708), and was decided in the same way. The actual 
option to take the dividend in shares instead of in cash was 
exercised by the tenant for life, the trustees having waived it in 
his favour ; but this circumstance was not allowed to make any 
difference. The shares, when allotted, represented capital, and 
became part of the corpus of. the settled property, though, since 
the payments on account of them had been practically made by 
the trustees out of moneys belonging to the tenant for life, the 


In 
whichever way the solicitor is paid for the auction he is only to 


Tue peciston of Romer, J., in Jones v. Daniel (42 W. R. 687), 
following that of Jesszt, M.R., in Crossley v. Maycock (22 W. R.. 
387, L. R. 18 Eq. 180), shews the danger incurred by a vendor, 
anxious to accept an offer to purchase, if he in any way makes 
his acceptance dependent upon special conditions. In © 
v. Maycock the vendor, in —s an offer, enclosed two copies 
of conditions of sale signed by him, requesting the purchaser 
also to sign and return one of the copies. This the purcliaser 
declined to do. It was held that there was no final agreement 
which the court would enforce. Sir Gzorcz Jzsse: drew a 
distinction between cases where the acceptor merely states his 
desire that a formal contract should be drawn up, and those 
where the agreement is made subject to certain conditions then 
specified or thereafter to be specified. In the former case there 
may be a final agreement before any formal contract is entered 
into. In the latter there is no such agreement until the con- | 
ditions are accepted. The case of Jones v. Daniel was very — 
similar. An intending purchaser offered by letter to purchase | 
certain property for £1,450. In reply the vendor’s solicitors 
wrote to accept the offer, and enclosed a contract for the 
purchaser’s signature. The contract contained a condition limit- 
ing the title to be shewn by the vendor and other terms. To 
this the purchaser made no reply, and after further letters from 
the vendor’s solicitors he wrote that he would not purchase the 
property and returned the contract unsigned. It was held by 
Romer, J., in an action for specific performance brought by the 
vendor, that there had been no unconditional acceptance of the 
intending purchaser’s offer, and consequently, in the absence of 
acceptance by him of the vendor’s terms, there was no binding 
agreement. 


AUTOCRATIC GOVERNMENT, 


Tuere are two very different manners in which a change in the 
law may be made. The draft of the proposed new law may be 
published so as to afford an op ity to those whose interests 
will be affected by the p to state their objections 
to it, or the change may be made without this opportunity 
being given. The first of these two schemes may perhaps be 
called the ‘‘democratic,” the latter the ‘‘ autocratic,” method. 
In this country we have a democratic Constitution, and yet many 
changes in the law are made in the autocratic method. This 
appears very clearly when we remember what a large number of 
rules made by different departments of Government have statu- 
tory authority. 

It must not be thought that where the change in the law is 
effected by statute it is necessarily discussed by the public, 
for sometimes the Bill escapes notice and is passed without any 
discussion. Very good examples of the importance of public 


discussion will be found in the case of Acts for the 
purpose of giving effect to the resolutions od by the House 
of Commons in Gommittes of Supply. e will consider two 


cases, in one of which no discussion took place, in the other of 
which the details of the Act were thoroughly discussed by the 
public. By the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889 (52 & 
58 Vict. c. 7, 8. 18), which was passed without discussion, land 
was practically rendered unsaleable. Public outcry arose, and 
the obnoxious provision was repealed by the Revenue Act, 1889, 
passed in the same session. On the other hand, full oppor- 
tunity was given for the discussion of the Finance Bill of the 
resent year, and, as our readers are aware, many provisions of 
the Bill which would have caused great hardship were struck 
out. 

As another example let us consider changes in the law 
made by rule. One would have thought d priors that the 
judges meeting in consultation would hardly go astray in 
making rules of procedure. They are able men, 
they have vast experience, they are thoroughly conversant 
with the practice of the courts, and yet it has been found 
necessary to provide that in ordinary cases rules made by 
them are not to take effect till at least forty days after publica- 
tion, and that any suggestions made by a public body during 
that time are to be taken into consideration the rules are 
finally settled (see the Rules Publication Act, 1893). Unfortua- 





ately the provisions of the Act last cited do not extend to rules 
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made by the Revenue Department, and the result is that the 
forms provided for the passing of accounts with respect to estate 
duty contain provisions, probably «/trd vires, certainly oppressive 
to the public, and one of which is ambiguously expressed. 
They require the executor to state whether the deceased left a 
husband, wife, lawful issue, or lawful lineal ancestor surviving, 
and whether a child has attained twenty-one, or, being a 
daughter, has married. The amount of duty does not depend 
on either of the facts required to be stated, therefore the re- 
quirement is u/trd vires, the necessity of ascertaining the facts 
is oppressive, as it throws an unlawful burden on the executor ; 
and lastly, it is impossible to say what is required to be stated 
owing to the ambiguity in the word “issue.” This word, when 
used in a legal document, means “descendants,” but in its 
ular meaning it means ‘‘children.” It is hardly possible to 
say in which of these meanings it is used in this place; perhaps 
the employment of the word “child” in the statement that 
‘No child has attained twenty-one,” tends to shew that it is 
used in the former meaning. If this be the true view, the 
burden on the executor will be intolerable, owing to the 
necessity for ascertaining all the descendants—children, grand- 
children, and possibly even great grandchildren of the deceased. 
in, the executor is required to give an account of all the 
property of which the deceased was trustee, and the names and 
addresses of the surviving trustees and beneficiaries ; this is not 
necessary for the purpose of ascertaining the amount of duty, 
and is therefore an illegal requirement. It is most oppressive 
to the public, as, if enforced, it will cause great trouble and 
expense. 

Again, there appears to be an important omission in the 
statement required. The Act provides (section 7 (10)) that 
“ Property passing on any death shall not be aggregated more 
than once nor shall estate duty in respect thereof be more than 
once levied on the same death.” We can find no provision 
against double aggregation in the forms. Consider the common 
case where A. on his marriage covenants to pay £10,000 to the 
trustees of his marriage settlement, by which that sum is settled 
on trusts under which he takes the first life interest. Suppose 
that A. does not pay off the sum in his lifetime and dies pos- 
sessed of personalty worth £30,000. The executor is not 
allowed to deduct the debt of £10,000 from the £30,000, and 
the forms appear to make no provision authorizing the trustees 
of the settlement to decline to pay duty on the £10,000 on the 
ground that it is paid by the executor; so that, according to the 
forms, duty appears to be demanded on the £10,000 as forming 
part of the estate of £30,000, duty on which is payable by the 
executor, and also on the £10,000, part of the settled property, 
duty on which is payable by the trustees of the settlement, 
making in all an aggregation of £40,000. Surely if an oppor- 
tunity had been afforded for public discussion all these difficul- 
ties would have been avoided. 

Perhaps the most serious instance of the danger of changing 
the law without public discussion is afforded by the Land 
Transfer Act of 1875, which was accepted by Parliament on the 
authority of that great real property lawyer Earl Carens, and 
was not discussed by the public. A reference to the files of the 
Soricrrors’ Jovrnat for 1875 will prove the truth of this state- 
ment. Now, what has been the result? The safety of a pur- 
chaser of land depends upon the vendor shewing that possession 
goes with the title and that he possesses the title deeds. The 
Act renders it unnecessary for the vendor to shew that he has 
possession, thus destroying one safeguard against fraud ; and 
by a regulation of the office, made without any public discus- 
sion, the other security against fraud—viz., the production of 
the certificate of title—has been abolished; add to which that 
it appears by an advertisement which constantly appears in the 
Times, and apparently proceeds from the office, that a purchaser 
ought always to search the register to see whether the land 
that he purchases has been registered. In other words, the 
existence of the Act is a standing danger to all landowners 
whose titles are not registered. It is impossible to produce a 
more striking example of the danger of changing the law 
without public discussion. Experience shews that even if an 
able body of men legislate in secrecy on a matter that they 
thoroughly understand, it is quite certain that, as soon as 
the provisions of the new law are made known to the public, 





something not known to the legislators will be discovered which 
prevents the law from working smoothly. In other words, 
autocratic government is a failure. 








WINDING UP IN THE LEGAL YEAR 1893-1894. 
II. 


Tux much-talked-of legislation with reference to debentures has 
not yet appeared, but a few additions to the case law on the 
subject a | for notice, as many points as to debentures arise 
both in winding up proper and liquidation in debenture-holders’ 
actions. Davies v. k. Bolton § Co, (ante, p. 650, W. N., 1894, p. 
148) is an important decision as to the effect of the irequalll 
found article protecting outside persons dealing with a company, 
notwithstanding irregularities have occurred in the conduct of 
its internal affairs. Mr. Justice Vavenan WILLIAMs made some 
strong observations as to the law allowing one-man companiés 
to do things which would not be tolerated in the case of an 
individual trader. The validity of the debenture in question 
was, however, upheld, though the only director who assisted at 
its being sealed and signed was the person in whose favour it 
was given. The successful plaintiff was a purchaser for value 
without notice. In Re Queensland Land and Coal Co., Davis v. 
Martin (ante, pp. 579, 644, 42 W. R. 600, W. N., 1894, p. 121) 
debentures, some of which were in blank, were secured by a 
covering deed; and Mr. Justice Norru held that, although 
those which were in blank were void, the holders had an equit- 
able security for the amount of their loans, and ranked pari 
passu with the holders of the other debentures in the property 
realized under the covering deed. This is not the only case in 
which the court has recently given full effect to the rights of 
secured creditors—for debenture-holders really are in that posi- 
tion. The Court of Appeal in Wallace v. Universal Automatic 
Machine Co. (42 W. R. 428; 1894, 2 Ch. 547; commented on 
ante, p. 611) held that the principal money secured by deben- 
tures containing a covenant for payment on a certain day, with 
interest in the meantime, and charging the undertaking, became 
due and owing on a winding up occurring before that day, 
though there was no condition making the sum payable in case 
of winding up or in default on payment of interest. And Mr, 
Justice Kexewicu has held, in Sadler v. Worley (42 W. R. 476; 
1894, 2 Ch. 170; commented on ante, p. 346), that the remedy by 
foreclosure is applicable to the uncalled capital when comprised 
in the security of the debenture-holders. 

In Re Industrial and General Trust or British Linen Co, ¥. 
South American and Mexican Co. (42 W. R. 181; 1894, 1 Oh. 
108) the Court of Appeal in substance indorsed Mr. Justice 
Vaueuan WIL.1Ams’ observations as to when the official receiver 
is to be appointed receiver in a debenture-holders’ action. It 
turned out, however, that a portion of the assets in this par. 
ticular case consisted of securities which required to be realized 
by someone better acquainted with such matters than the official 
receiver, and therefore the Court of Appeal, though it allowed 
him to remain receiver of the other assets, appointed another 
person to realize the securities. It has often been held that, 
and occasionally doubted whether, the court could empower the 
receiver in a debenture-holders’ action to borrow money as & 
first charge on the undertaking, with priority over the deben- 
tures, for the preservation of the property. The Court of 
Appeal has now sanctioned a transaction of this everyday 
character ( Greenwood v. Algesiras Railway, 1894, 2 Oh. 205). 

Somerset y. Land Securities Co. (ante, p. 602, 42 W. R. 602, 
W. N., 1894, pp. 129, 168) is a case which is interesting, but cam 


‘form no part of the law which is useful as a guide in futum 


The company was the only one which availed 


roceedings 
F The author or authom 


itself of the Mortgage Debenture Acts. 


of those enactments apparently never contemplated that any | 


company which locked up its securities in the embraces of the 
Land Registry could come to such a pass as winding up. 

the Land Securities Co. went into voluntary liquidation, whidt 
was continued under supervision. The receiver wanted ts 
securities, and Mr. Justice Wxicur held he ought to have them 
The Court of Appeal ruled otherwise, and officialism triumphed; 
but without creating a precedent ! : 








The clause now usually inserted in debenture trust deeds 
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enabling the majority to bind the minority, has had to fight its 
way, and it succeeded in doing so before the beginning of the 
current legal year. The cases of Mercantile Investment and 
General Trust Co. v. River Plate Trust Loan and Agency Co, (42 
W. R. 365; 1894, 1 Oh. 578), and Collingham v. Sloper (W.N., 
1894, pv. 168) have thrown no discredit on the clause. 
teveral important contributory cases have been decided. Mr. 
Justice VauaHan Wri11aMs’ decision in Re Macdonald, Sons, § Co. 
(37 Soxscrrors’ Journat, 703) was affirmed on appeal (anie, p. 
25; 1894, 1 Ch, 89). The persons who were held not to be con- 
tributories had been promised founders’ paid-up shares. The 
certificates, which did not state that the s were fully paid, 
were returned by them to the before winding up. It 
was held, in substance, that they had never agreed to take any 
shares except fuliy-paid shares, and that it was immaterial that 
there was no registered contract, The case seems to have been 
rightly decided, but it is one in which a judge might easily 
have gone wrong. te Harvey's Oyster Co., Ormerod’s case (ante, 
p. 459; 42 W. R. 701; 1894, 2 Oh. 474), adds little, if any- 
thing, to the small amount of case law as to underwriting 
letters. Mr. Justice Srixtia’s decision in Hamilton v. Vaughan- 
Sherrin Electrical Engineering Co. (ante, p. 663, W. N., 1894, p. 
164), as to the right of an infant shareholder to prove for 
application and allotment moneys paid by the infant, has 
y been commented on (ante, p. 659). 
The subject of directors’ liability as contributories in respect 
of qualification shares has occupied the attention of judges of 
first instance in several cases, some of which have been taken to 
the Court of Appeal. Cammell’s case (ante, p. 184, 437 ; 1894, 2 
Oh. 392), in which Mr. Justice Srrrtive’s decision was affirmed, 
establishes that where a director has not applied for shares, he 
cannot be fixed with liability for his qualification shares merely 
because he has acted as a director at a time during which the 
articles empowered him to act without qualifyi The director 
in Cammell’s case had a month in which to qualify, and during 
the month, but not after its expiration, he acted as a director. 
He resigned after the month expired, and it was held he 
was not liable, although, without his knowl the shares 
were allotted to him, and his name was on the 
register. Very similar is Salisbury-Jones and Dale's case 
ante, p. 546, 663, W. N., 1894, pp. 112, 151), in which 
; lee Wricur’s decision was reversed on appeal. 
A well-drawn set of articles now always provides that a 
director may act before acquiring his qualification shares, but 
shall in any case acquire the same within a certain time after 
his appointment, and that, unless he does so, he shall “be 
deemed to have agreed to take the shares from the company, 
and that the same shall be forthwith allotted to him accord- 
ingly.” In Jsaacs’ case (1892, 2 Ch. 158) an article to this effect 
was held sufficient to fix with liability a director who had 
acted as such. But in Salisbury-Jones and Dale’s case the persons 
whom it was sought to retain on the list had ceased to be 
directors before the end of the period allowed to them for quali- 
fying, and this was held sufficient to distinguish the case from 
Isaacs’ case. But Lord Justice Luypiey and Mr. Justice Wricur 
did not acquiesce in this view. Re Hercynia Copper Co.is another 
case in which the form of article, plus acting as a director, has 
been held sufficient to render a director liable for qualification 
shares. Mr. Justice Wricut’s decision is reported ante, p. 
218, and has already been commented on a. p- 211). Fi 
was affirmed on appeal (ante, p. 218; 42 W. R. 593; 1894, 
2 Ch. 403), Dunster’s case, as decided in the Court of Ap 
(ante, p. 694, W. N., 1894, p. 167), is one of those cases which 
seem to unsettle the law. Dunster was one of the first 
directors named in the articles, and he signed the articles for 
100 shares. Then he applied in the name of his partnership 
firm for 100 fully-paid shares, which were allotted in the name 
of the firm, that name alone being placed on the register. Mr. 
Justice Vavonan Wittiams held (ante, p. 649, W. N., 1894, 
147) that Dunster was a contributory for 100 shares; but the 
Court of Appeal held that there was only one transaction as to 
100 shares, and that Dunster was not liable. The Appeal Court 
decision seems to give the go-by to section 23 of the Act of 
1862, and ought to be taken to the House of Lords. 
Re Brewery Assets Corporation (Truman's case) (ante, p. 602, 


tion for shares may be verbally withdrawn before allotment, and 
is of some value as shewing that the acting clerks of the com- 
y have authority to receive such communications as with- 
wals of applications. The decision is Mr. Justice Wxicut’s, 
The facts in Re Peruvian Guano Co. (ante, p. 664, W. N., 1894, 
. 142) are too compli to be stated here. Mr. Justice 
ricur took the businesslike view that, in the case of a solvent 
company, directors are entitled to a tage allowed by the 
artidies on the amount of a dividend bond fide declared, though 
subsequent events shew that the dividend was based on an 
over-estimate of the value of some of the assets, and could not 
have been paid out of net ts. 
The subject of paying dividends out of profits has also been 
dealt with by Mr. Justice Kexewicu in Lever v. Land Securities 
Co. (ante, p. 38, 42 W. R. 104, W. N., 1894, p. 21), and in the 


Trust (ante, pp. 308, 384; 1894, 2 Ch. 239), which has already 
been fully discussed in these columns (ante, pp. 304, 379). 

The issuing of shares at a discount comes before the pone 
up court about as often as payment of dividends out of capital. 
It has been held that a person to whom shares have been issued 
at a discount is liable to Pay up the whole amount, not only to 
pay creditors and the costs ing up, but also to adjust the 
rights of shareholders inter se (Re Ratlway Time Tables Publishing 
Co., ante, p. 676, W. N., 1894, p. 165). 

Mr. Justice Norrn’s decision in Malleson vy. National Insurance 
and Guarantee Corporation (ante, p. 80; 1894, 1 Oh, 200), that a 
company cannot contract itself out of the power to alter its 
poe seems open to doubt—at any rate, when a clause for- 
bidding alteration is inserted in the memorandum of association. 
The question is one of some importance in winding up, having 
regard to the fact that such prohibitory clauses often relate—as 
in the case before Mr. Justice Norrua—to the power to call up 
capital. 

7 Eddystone Marine Insurance Co. (ante, p. 253, W. N., 1894, 
p. 30) has already been commented on (ante, p. 266). It affords 
another warning to transferees of shares to examine their 
certificates ; and if ‘‘ bonus’’ is written across them, this means 
that they are not good, but that it will be only common prudence 
to consult a solicitor. ; 








REVIEWS. 
THE NEW DEATH DUTIES. 


THe Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. ©. 30), SO FAR AS IT RE- 
LATES TO EstaTE DUTY AND THE Succession Dury; WITH aN 
INTRODUCTION AND Notes. By J. E. Crawrorp Munro, LL.M., 
Barrister-at-Law. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 

This work is distinguished by disquisitions on the law applicable to, 
as distinguished from a mere account of, the Finance Act. A very 
good example of these discussions will be found in the explanation 
of the word “ property” at . The introduction contains a 
lucid account of the Act, and the of the book gives the Act with 
notes on each section. The result of our perusal of these notes is to 
shew that on the whole the law is laid down correctly, and that the 
book will be found a useful guide to the construction of the Act. 





THE LAW QUARTERLY REVIEW. 


THe Law QuvuaRTERLY Review. Edited by Sir Freprrick 
Poiiock, Bart. October. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Mr. Charles Sweet continues in this number of the Law Quarterly 
Review the discussion of the ing of the term chose in action 
commenced in a recent number by Sir Howard Elphi From 
an elaborate investigation of the authorities he draws the conclusion 
that the term is in at least two senses. Primd facie it means a 
debt, or a sum of money payable under a contract. In a more ex- 
tended and technical sense it includes shares and stocks. It is so 
used, observes Mr. Sweet, in the Act and in the old law 
of husband and wife. ap gs arly med ed pegewherge: fe 
treated in the old books as things in action, such as rights of action 
for torts, rights of entry, &c., and also, he submits, some rights of 
more modern origin, such as its, copyrights, and trade-marks. 
According to Sir Howard Elphi term is never used now 
for aright of action in of a tort, and he would, of course, 
exclude also rights of entry. He considers it doubtful too whether it 
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clusions of these two authorities appear to be the same. The editor 
varies the discussion by dealing with the general question, ‘‘ What is 
a Thing?” From the consideration of things corporeal and things 
incorporeal, things single and things collective, he leads us finally 
to notions similar, in the province of law, to those of Berkeley 
in the province of metaphysics. With Berkeley things exist only 
in the sensations of sentient beings. So in law a thing is recognized 
only by the legal relations in which it stands to persons. “On 
the whole, perhaps,” says Sir Frederick Pollock, ‘‘we have good 
ground for saying that the ‘thing’ of legal contemplation, even 
when we have to do with a material object, is not precisely the 
object as we find it in common experience, but rather the entirety of 
its possible legal relations to persons.”” Whatever may be thought of 
the value of such speculations, the article forms a strong contrast to 
the one which precedes it. Mr. Ernest C. C. Firth contributes an 
interesting aetiele on ‘‘ The Quasi-Grant of Easements in English and 
Roman Law.” The doctrine that a grant of the quasi-dominant 
tenement carries with it the creation of an actual easement, 
provided the quasi-servient tenement is retained by the grantor, 
on the ground that the grantor cannot derogate from his own 

t, has only been arrived at after much discussion, and Mr. 
Firth argues that it contrasts unfavourably with the simpler 
rule of the civil law, according to which the creation of easements 
depends entirely on the actual contract between the parties. 
In ‘‘ Maintenance and Education” Mr. T. K. Nuttall combats 
the opinion of Hall, V.C., in Wilkins vy. Jodrell (13 Ch. D. 
564) that a gift of an annuity for ‘‘ maintenance and education ” 
should, in the absence of any indication to the contrary, be construed 
as a gift for life, and, by a careful examination of the judgment of 
Lord Camden in Knapp v. Noyes, he seeks to give the effect of a 
general principle to the dictum in that case, “‘ maintenance and 
education are confined to minority ””—words which Hall, V.C., under- 
stood as referring only to the terms of the particular will. The 
remaining articles, on ‘‘Some Points of Difference between English 
and Scotch Law,” by Mr. J. A. Lovat-Fraser, and “ The Institute of 
International Law,” by Mr. Thomas Barclay, we noticed last week. 
The present number completes the tenth volume of the Review, and 
it contains an index for the whole period of contributors, subjects of 
articles, and books reviewed. 





CASE LAW. 


Rvuiine Cases. Arranged, annotated, and edited by Roberr 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by other members of 
the Bar. With American Notes by Irvine Browne. Vol. L., 
Abandonment—Action. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is the first volume of a work of unusual value and interest. The 
mass of case law is already vast, and it is increasing rapidly and 
steadily. It is becoming more and more difficult for the practitioner 
to have in his own library the reports of cases to which he is con- 
tinually compelled to refer. One attempt to cope with the difficulty 
has been made by the issue of the series of Revised Reports, but this 
aims simply at abridging the volume of the authorities, not at 
arranging and classifying them. The work which is being carried 
out by Mr. Campbell and his assistants seems to occupy a position 
between the Revised Reports and the various collections of leading 
cases. In these collections the leading case is frequently of secondary 
importance. Their chief value lies in the admirable notes, which 
usually form a complete treatise on the subject dealt with by the case. 
The present issue reverses this arrangement. The leading cases are 
the chief feature, and although there are notes, frequently both 
interesting and full, yet they are strictly subordinate to the report of 
the case to which they refer. They are largely concerned with brief 
statements of kindred authorities which must be considered in con- 
nection with the leading case. In addition to the English notes, 
Mr. Irving Browne has contributed American notes, which state how 
far the law laid down in the leading case has been accepted in the 
United States, and give references to numerous American authori- 
ties. The present volume contains the reports of sixty-six cases, 
arranged under nine heads. The subjects of greatest general interest, 
a are “Inevitable Accident” and ‘‘ Right of Action.” To the 
lormer eleven cases are allotted, including, of course, Fledcher v. 
Rylands, with the qualifying decision in Nichols v. Marsland. The 
note to these affords a good example of Mr. Campbell’s method. He 
discusses, in the compass of about a page, the principles which they 
establish, and then gives 4 short statement of some twenty cases 
dealing with the same subject. Under “ Right of Action” nineteen 
cases are collected, sub-divided into five sections. Ashby v. White is 
given in section | as the ruling case on the general principle ubi jus 
thi remedum, and in the same section Wedgwood v. Bailey illustrates 
the rule that 4 plaintiff recovers according to the right which he has 
at the time of bringing the action. The notes to this case discuss 
Backhouse v. Bonomi and the subsequent authorities on the difficult 
question when the right of action accrue in respect of damage 
caused by subsidence due to mining operations. The fourth section 





is devoted to causes of action arising out of contracts with third per- 
sons, and includes the decisions in Lumley v. Gye and Bowen v. 
Halil. According to the American notes an action for in- 
ducing a man to break his contract with a third person lies 
generally in that country, but the matter does not seem to be 
assisted by quoting an authority for the proposition that “if a 
man enters on another’s premises to entice away his servant, he is a 
trespasser.” The fifth section deals with ‘‘damnum absque injuria,” 
and gives as the first leading case Chasemore v. Richards. The same 
section contains the admirable judgment of Erle, C.J., in Kennedy v. 
Broun, negativing the right of a barrister to sue for his fees, and the 
liability of the Crown in respect of the acts of its servants is con- 
sidered in The Queen v. Lords Commissioners of the Treasury and the 
notes thereon. In addition to the above we may notice an interesti 
American note under “ Accumulation ”’ (p. 519) on the extent to whi 
accumulation and perpetuities are allowed in the various States. Hach 
leading case or group of cases is preceded by a statement in bold type 
of the rule which they are quoted as establishing. The work is happy 
in conception, and this first volume shews that it will be adequately 
and successfully carried out. If the editor and the publishers can 
complete the series speedily they will increase the obligation under 
which they have laid the profession. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Treatise on the Law of Charter-parties. By EvuGENE LEGGETT, 
Solicitor and Notary Public. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


A Constitutional History of the House of Lords, from Original 
Sources. By Luke OWEN PIKE, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Mac- 
millan & Co. 


The Statutes of Practical Utility, arranged in Alphabetical and 
Chronological Order, with Notes and Indexes; being the Fifth 
Edition of Chitty’s Statutes. By J. M. Lexy, Barrister-at-Law. 
Two Vols. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


A Compendium of Sheriff Law, especially in relation to Writs of 
Execution. By Puiip E. Maruer, Solicitor and Notary. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 

The Election of Parish Councils under the Local Government Act, 
1894. By F. Rowtzy Parker, Solicitor and Parliamentary Agent. 
Knight & Co. 


A Digest (Alphabetically arranged) of the (a) Law or Principles and 
(b) Practice (fully detailed) of and in (1) Administrations, (2) Execu- 
torships, and (3) Trusteeships respectively. By Frep. Woop, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 


The Building Societies Act, 1894, with Notes thereon and an Intro- 
duction ; also the Building Societies Acts, 1874, 1875, 1877, 1884. 
By Ivor Bowen, Barrister-at-Law, and W. J. WARLEY, Assistant 
Official Receiver of the High Court under the Companies (Winding- 
up) Act, 1890. Butterworths. 


Provisional Orders of the Board of Trade in reference to Gas and 
Water, Tramway, Pier and Harbour, and Electric Light Under- 
takings; being a Manual of Practice for Promoters, Opponents, and 
others. By Francis J. CROWTHER, Parliamentary Agent. Second 
Edition. Jordan & Sons. 


Adulteration (Agricultural Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs), By 
Francis H. Crrpps-Day, M.A. (Cantab), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

Statutes Relating to Church and Clergy. Reprinted from the 
Fifth Edition of Chitty’s Statutes of Practical Utility. By J. M. 
LELY, Barrister-at-Law, with Preface and Index by BENJAMIN 
WHITEHEAD, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 





CORRESPONDENCE. 
NEGOTIATING FEE AFTER SALE BY AUCTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—A question has recently been raised at Liverpool as to what is 
the correct practice with regard to the negotiation fee on a sale by 
private contract where there hus been an abortive sale by auction at 
which an auctioneer has been employed. 

It has now been decided by the Court of Appeal (see Drielsma % 
Munifold and other cases), that when an auctioneer is employed at & 
sale, even if he only receives the bids, the solicitor cannot charge the 
conducting fee under Schedule I., but must be remunerated for the 
work according to the old practice as altered by Schedule II. 

The further question has nm raised whether, when such a sale by 
auction proves abortive and the solicitor subsequently negotiates & 





sale by private treaty, he is entitled to charge the whole or only half 
of the negotiating fee or item charges for the negotiations. 
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Rule 2 is in the following form :—‘‘ When property offered for sale 
by auction is bought in me | terms of sale are negotiated 
and arranged by a solicitor, he is to be entitled to charge commission 
according to the above scale on the reserve price where the property is 
not sold and also one-half of the commission for negotiating the sale.” 

Ihave recently been engaged in two cases at Liv where this 

int has arisen, but with different results, and in both of these cases 

was op to the claims made by the solicitors. The Lancaster 
Palatine Court and the District Registry of the High Court both have 
offices at Liverpool exercising (so far as the county of Lancaster is 
concerned) concurrent jurisdiction. 

In the first case, in the Palatine Court, Mr. Registrar Taylor decided 
that as the solicitor had been allowed the full charges according to the 
old practice as altered by Schedule IT. for conducting the sale, he was 
only entitled to be allowed, under the above-quoted rule, one-half of 
the —- according to Schedule I. for subsequently negotiating 
the sale. 

In the second case, in the District Registry of the High Court, Mr. 
Registrar Lowndes decided to allow the solicitor the whole of the 
commission according to Schedule I. for negotiating the sale, but at 
the same time reduced the charges for conducting the sale to a 
nominal sum of £3 3s., besides allowing the amount paid to the auc- 
tioneer. 

Which of these decisions proceeded on the more correct basis? 
Possibly as I succeeded in my argument before the first tribunal and 
failed to convince the second one, I may look at the matter through 
somewhat coloured spectacles, but I confess that the first decision 
commends itself to my mind rather than the other. 

Of course the difficulty really arises on account of the decisions that 
a solicitor cannot charge a conducting fee for an auction unless he 
takes out an auctioneer’s licence and himself receives the bids—a 
result which I can hardly think the framers of the order intended— 
but as we are bound to accept these decisions as binding until a case 
is carried, as I hope will be some day, to the House of Lords, it has 
always appeared to me that if a solicitor is paid for all his work in 
conducting the auction under Schedule II. he is really placed in the 
same position, so far as a subsequent negotiating fee is concerned, as 
if he had been remunerated for the sale under Schedule I., and that 
therefore he is only entitled to one-half of the negotiating fee. 

At the same time I know that there are many others who take a 
different view, and contend that the negotiating fee is only to be 
reduced to one-half in case the solicitor has been remunerated for the 
sale under Schedule I. 

The point must, I think, have frequently occurred in practice, and 
if you, sir, or some of your readers could throw some light on the 
subject it would much oblige ARTHUR 8S. MATHER. 

Law Association Buildings, 13, Harrington-street, 

Liverpool, Oct. 16. 
[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb. S. J.] 





THE COUNTY OF LONDON. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The Local Government Act, 1888, has in one instance created 
a state of disorder in conveyancing matters, to which we venture to 
call your attention. 

Section 40, sub-section 1, of the Act enacts that ‘‘the metropolis 
shall on and after the appointed day be an administrative county by 
the name of the administrative county of London,” and sub-section 
2 goes on to provide that ‘‘ such portions of the administrative county 
of London as form part of the counties of Middlesex, Surrey, and 
Kent shall be aed from those counties and form a se te county 
for all non-administrative purposes by the name of the county of 
London.” 

It appears to us that the logical result of the above provisions 
should be that in all deeds and other documents of title, land in the 


metropolitan parts of the old counties of Middlesex, Surrey, and | },.tyoeen th 


Kent should be described as situate in the county of London, or (to 
avoid a difficulty owing to the old a of Middlesex being a 
register county) as situate “in that part of the county of London 
which was formerly included in, or formerly constitu part of the 
county of Middlesex,”’ or as the case may be. 

It is worthy of note that both the Middlesex Registry Act, 1891, 
and the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891, totally ignore 
section 41 of the Local Government Act, 1888, and thus add to the 
confusion in which the matter is involved. 

Owing to this omission it might with some plausibility be argued 
that no land in the county of London is subject to registration under 
the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, and the amending Acts, 

The matter we Soe raised is not, perhaps, of great importance, but 
the fact that some solicitors use the old nomenclature, and others the 
new, gives rise to great confusion, and we think you will agree with 
us that it is desirable to put an end to this confasion by a uniform 
practice being adopted by solicitors. 0, & BE. Wooprorrs. 
39, Eastcheap, B.0., October 17, 


P.S.—What an ity the Land Registry have lost. 
sim A is woukd howe bean ty oad aeons clause to the Land 
(Middlesex Deeds) Act, providing that inasmuch as part of 
county of Middlesex has been merged in the new county of 
(which discards the old boundaries), the jurisdiction of beget os 
say Sell, See She Seen SS a ee to 
all land situate in the county of London. i 

[We imagined that the use of the words ‘county of London” was 
by this time general.—Eb, S. J.] 





A POINT OF PRACTICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—A curious little point of practice has recently come under my 
notice, and you may, perhaps, think it worth mention. 

In recovering debts between £20 and £50 I was under the im- 
pression that one was safe in going to the High Court if the case were 
such that one could rely on succeeding im an application 
order 14, or, in other words, that the only risk was the risk of failing 
under that order. 

It appears, however, that there is another risk, namely, that the 
detuned may put one to the expense of an order for substituted 
service, which expense there is no means of recovering. 

a case was as follows:—A writ to —- was sent into 

e country for service. My agent reported after repeated 
— he ee Se ae sare : him to take 

urther steps, and to send me an vit in sw of an ap 

tion for ee to effect substituted service. This was done, PE the 
application was made and granted. The defendant then instructed 
his solicitors, who called to settle the matter. Not being able to 
agree the costs, we taxed, and Master Butler held that, there 
having been no application under order 14, he could only allow the 
county court costs. . 

Had the defendant been served in the ordinary way, and without 
difficulty, the master’s decision would not have hurt me, inasmuch as 
the county court costs were slightly more than the usual costs of a 
writ, but the result in my case was to disallow entirely the costs of 
the application for substituted serviee, including the extra —— 
to the agent and other disbursements in connection with the 
tion. 

Assuming the learned master’s decision is correct, some slight altera- 
tion of the rules seems desirable. 

If the defendant had not settled when ke did, and I had obtained an 
order for judgment under order 14, would the master have held that 
he couldonly allow the usual costs on such an order? If so, I should 
still have failed to recover the costs of the substituted reg - 

[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb. S. J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 

KITTS ». MOORE & CO.—I17th October. 
Practice—InsuncTION—ARBITRATION PROCEEDING UNDER DIsPuTED Docvu- 

MENT—WHeETHER CoURT WILL RESTRAIN. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff ee i ee 
be restrained until the trial of the action or further order from 


or attem to proceed with arbitration reference 

aispates between the pain and dfendants i 

of or a hip between 

behalf of the tiff it was stated 
sold note. The 


to arbitration upon a 
ought not to be acted because 
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rights of the parties are 
be inflicted by tem; restraining the arbitration. I make an orler 
in terms of the n of motion until the trial. The costs will be costs in 
the action.—Counsm, Af Q.C., and P. & Stoke; T. W. Chitty. 
Soxrcrrons, Weedard ¢ Heed ; Bngicheld, ¢ Oo. 

(Reported by J. B. Arpovs, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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KENT, SUSSEX, AND GENERAL LAND SOCIETY (LIM.) v. HEATHCOTE 
AND MEDLICOTT—17th October. 


Mortrcace—Powenr or Satr—Exrress Power or SALE GIVEN TO MorTGAGor 
—Morreacer’s mriuep Power or Sare—‘' Conrragy InrEentIon”’ Ex- 
PRESSED IN Morrcace Desp—Conveyancine Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 
41), s. 19. 


il 
This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs (1) that an injunction 


to restrain the defendants and each of them from selling or purport- 
ing to sell the lands comprised in a mortgage dated the 10th of May, 1894, 
and made between the plaintiffs and the defendants, or any of the same, 
might be granted pending the trial of the action; and (2) that the said 
lands might be sold by the plaintiffs in such manner as the court should 
direct. It appeared from the affidavits that, by the mortgage of the 10th 
of May, 1894, the plaintiff society mortgaged the lands to the defendants 
to secure payment of £3,050 and a sum of £68 12s. interest. The mort- 
gage gave the mortgagees no express power of sale, It contained a 
proviso that “‘ the society shall and may during the continuance of this 
security make and enter into binding contracts for the sale of the said 
hereditaments hereby assured in plots for such sums of money as the 
society shall think fit, and either payable in one sum or by instalments 
nae gp bee any period not ex ing twenty years as the societ; ee 4 
in their lute discretion, deem meet, and on the completion of the sale 
of any of the said plots to any purchaser the mortgagees shall and will, at 
a cost not exceeding the sum of £2 2s. for each conveyance, to be paid by 
the society, duly execute all conveyances necessary for vesting in the pur- 
chaser such plot or plots of land, freed and discharged from the principal 
and interest moneys intended to be hereby secured.’’ Upon be’ of the 
plaintiffs it was contended that as there was this ress power of sale given 
to the mo rs, the mortgagees had no implied power of sale under 
section 19 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881; that the express power of sale 
given to the mortgagors shewed a ‘‘ contrary intention’’ within sub-sec- 
tion 3 of that section. [Lord Russeii, C.J.—It would be very startling if 
such a provision, which appears to be usual in a mortgage of building 
land, should deprive the mortgagee of his power of sale.] The mortgagee 
could not know what contracts had been entered into. He would not 
know what he was selling, nor would the purchaser know what he was 
buying. 

Lord Russet, C.J.—I refuse the application. I see no ground for 
arriving at the conclusion that the presence in the mortgage deed of a 
proviso authorizing a sale by the mortgagors, in any way interferes with 
the power of the mortgagees to sell. Irefuse the application with costs.— 
Counsgt, Marten, Q.C., and Kerly; Hopkinson, Q.C., and Wheeler. 
Soxicrrons, Kerly, Son, § Verden ; H. B. Simeon. 


[Reported by J. E. A.povs, Barrister-at-Law. | 





LAW SOCIETIES, 
BRISTOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council :— 

Land Transfer Bill—The Land Transfer Bill has again been the subject 
of much consideration on the part of the council. It will be remembered 
that at the date of the last annual meeting the Bill had passed the House 
of Lords, and had been read the first time in the House of Commons. A 
deputation from this society waited in the autumn of last year on all the 
four members for Bristol with the view of urging them to support the 
proposal that the Bill should be referred to a select committee with 

er to take evidence. The Bill was not advanced during the Autumn 

of 1893, but was again introduced in the House of Lords during 

the last session of Parliament. The opposition of the law societies, led by 
the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, was being o i 

when the society was informed that the measure would not be proceeded 





with during that session. 
Facilities for stamping d. ts.—The society, in conjunction with the 
Chamber of Commerce, presented a memorial to the Treasury asking 
for dn extension of the existing facilities for the stamping of documents, 


and in reply a letter has been received by the president, stating that the 
Lords Commissioners understand from the Board of Inland Revenue, that 
with the present office accommodation at Bristol the increased facilities 
referred to cannot be granted, but that the provision of new Revenue Offices 
in Bristol is in contemplation, and that it is hoped that before long it will be 
possible to make such arrangements as will meet the wishes of the memo- 


Candidature for country vacancies om the Council of the Incorporated Law 

iety.—The method of filling up vacancies cr by the death or resig- 
nation of country members of the council of the chief society has been the 
subject of discussion, both here and in London, and at a meeting of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies held in London on the 15th of June last, 
attended, a resolution was passed to 
the effect that the association should have an o ty of considering 
the candidature for supplying any vacancy. The object of this resolution 
is as possible the concerted action of the association, with- 


i 


far 
out sacrificing the freedom of action of any particular country society. 











The Mutual Life Insurance Co. of New York, having arranged to make 
centre for the control of all the company’s European financial 


as fimancial representative of the company in Eng- 
 Raldeonen, their general manager for the United Kingdom. 





COURT PAPERS. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
Micuagimas S1rrines, 1894. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Cuartes Mansnatt Gairritu, Q.C., 
Chairman of the Cardiganshire Quarter Sessions, in his sixty-fourth year. 
He was callei to the bar in 1855, and was: made a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1877. 


APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Epwarp Jones Trusrram, M.A. Oxon., has been elected Vestry 
Clerk of the Parishes of St. Mary-le-Bow (Cheapside, E.C.) and St. 
Pancras-le-Soper (Queen-street, E.C.). Mr. Trustram is the parliamen- 
tary returning officer of the Borough of Deptford and a partner in the 
firm of Halses, Trustram, & Co., whose offices have been at 61, Cheapside, 
for more than a third of a century. Mr. R. C. Halse, the senior partner 
in the firm, is the Deputy of the Ward of Cheap. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvuTions. 


Tuomas Ex.erker Lewin, jun., and Joun Bovcuer Evans, solicitors 
(Lewin & Evans), Wool Exchange, Basinghall-street, London. Sept. 29. 
(Gazette, Oct. 12. 

Witu1am Damprer Jzans and Joun Gray Farrer-Moraan, solicitors 
(Jeans & Morgan), Manchester. Sept 29. [ Gazette, Oct. 16. 





GENERAL. 


At the Oxfordshire Quarter Sessions this week the vice-chairman, the 
Earl of Jersey, announced that Mr. Charles Edward Thornhill, who had 
held the office of chairman for a period of nearly twenty years, had 
resigned, on the ground of ill-health. Lord Jersey also tendered his own 
resignation as vice-chairman. Sir William Anson, Warden of All Souls, 
was appointed chairman, but the question of appointing a vice-chairman 
was allowed to stand over until the next sessions. 


The following are the arrangements made by the judges (Justices Wills 
and Kennedy) for holding the ensuing autumn assizes on the Northern 
Circuit—viz., the commissions will be opened at Carlisle on Thursday, 
October 25; at Lancaster on Monday, October 29; at Manchester on 
Thursday, November 1; and at Liverpool on Wednesday, November 14. 
Business will commence at each place on the day next after the commis- 
sion day at 11 o’clock. There will be no civil business at Carlisle or 
Lancaster. At Manchester and Liverpool there will be both civil and 
criminal business. In case all the causes entered for trial at Manchester 
shall not be finished by the 13th of November, the trial of the remainder 
will be adjourned until the termination of the assizes at Liverpool, when 
the judge will return to Manchester on the 29th of November to try the 
remaining causes and such further causes as may have been entered. 
The trial of special jury causes will commence at Manchester on Monday, 
November 5, and at Liverpool on Monday, November 19. 


‘Solicitor,’ writing to the St. James’s Gazette on ‘‘The Law Officers 
and the Chancery Bar,’’ says: A reference to the following table shews 
that, with the exception of a few months in 1886, both law officers were 
from the year 1875 to 1892 selected from the common law bar, and during 
a period the experts in Chancery matters were conspicuous by their 
abDsence :—- 

Arrorney-GengeraL. Soicrror-GENgRAL. 

1875 to 1880 . Sir John Holker . Sir Hardi Giffard. 

1880 to 1885 . Sir Henry James’... Sir Farrer Herschell. 

1885 . : F . Sir Richard Webster Sir J. E. Gorst. 

1886, January to July Sir Charles Russell . Sir Horace Davey. 

1886 to 1892. . Sir Richard Webster Sir Edward Clarke. 

1892 . ° ‘ . Sir Charles Russell . Sir J. Rigby. 
If the table be carried back it will be found that since the formation of 
the Gladstone ministry in 1868 both law officers have, with rare excep- 
tions, been selected from the common law bar. 





ae Association Offices are now at No. 1, Basinghall- 
street, E.C. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 

Epwonps.— Oct. 10, at 31, Underhill-road, Lordship-lane, Dulwich, 8.E., the wife of 
Oscar Edmonds, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Ixoven.—Oct. 14, at Springfield, Nightingale-lane, 8.W., the wife of Arthur R. Ingpen, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 

TxeLanp.—Oct. 15, at Wood Dalling, Hampton Wick, the wife of H. Cubitt Ireland, 
solicitor, of a daughter. 

Mansvieip.—Oct, 12, at The Hazard, Sherringham, the wife of the Hon. John Mansfield, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 7 

Sraepwick.—Oct. 5, at Weston Villas, Thames Ditton, the wife of C. E. Stredwick, 


solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


Hous Panxss.— Ost. 10 at the, Old Church, Smethwick Staffordshire, Alfred Holt, of 


daughter of John I. J.P., of 

M — A’ Buar.—Oct. at St. 's Church, St. Leonards-on-Sea, Ernest Bruce 
Miller, BAR. 13, oid Ji . EO. “ 
daughter of John A’Bear, of ee 


— Krasorr. — the Abbey Ch Hexham, the Rev. Canon 
a a Ont Ie. than te Haina (elie) daughter of the 
late William Kirsopp, , Hexham. 


Gussers — Ost, 28.98 81, Hyde-park-eq' W., Charles Marshall Griffith, Q.C.; of the 

Inner Temple Lt 63. 

Moss.—Oct. 13, at Zetland Lodge, 274, New Cross-road, 8.E., John Thomas Moss, of 38, 
Gracech: E.C., solicitor, 72. 


Ww. 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, aged 49. No flowers by request. 








Ov asp Rare Free Insurnayces Poxicies, &c., wanted to complete a Collection.— 
Particulars, by letter, to A. R. C., 76, London.—{Apvr.)} 


Rereen o the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly. exsiined ey tay 
a house ve e 

i & Ventilation Co Office, Victoria-st., 
Weataniaater (litabe Estab. 1875), who also undertake the de Mela &c.--[Apvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, Oct. 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep mm Cuancery. 
J — f Oct 10, directed to be heard on 
Cam * Sarin scares reece 
reach the abovenamed not later than six o’clock 


in the 
Eastexx Morxinc News Co., Luurep.—Creditors of the old ono sequined, 
on or before Nov 24, to send their names and addresses, and the oe 
dchts or Gains aorralng Gu ep © Cll, WN, © Vas Saas a 
Guers Covimates, Linrrap—By an order made by the Lord Chief Juatoe, dated the Sed 
day of , it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the be con- 
tinued. Blyth & Gresham House, Old Broad st, solors for the 
Sr. Ives (Connwatt) Gas Co, Luutrsp—Peta for Aug. 15, directed 
to be heard on the 24th day of October. Frederick 75, Mark lane, solor and 
petitioner in person. Notice of must reach the abovenamed not later than 
wanes phy * anal Petn fi presented Oct. 9, directed to be 
ILLIAM VETT iTED—. or 
eae on a ee Strand, solors for the 


up, 

& 1, Clement 3 

Nice of appearing must reach the abovenamod not into than six o’clock in the after- 
noon 

Woovsrock Mit Srrxxine Co, Lourep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 5, directed 

to Strangeways, Manchester, 


be heard at the Assize Courts, op 
Ponsonby & Carlile, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
Fe aey Nat abovecaanell bot lates thas 6 ehaiockrte te ettemnsen of Oct 3 
London Gasetie.—Tuxspar, Oct. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep m Caanczrr. 
C & Jay, Liwrrep—Creditors are on or before Nov to ead ae 
ROUCH & Jan ED seguiped, w sh =. 


names and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
113, Maroon-steet, Limehouse, E. Bradshaw, East India Dock'rd, 


Scoepate Leap Mixes Syxpicats, 

Bilin Dative, 8 Gt Winchester at 
R,, 1 

Wurre.ear STeamsuip tay me for eS pene Oct 12, directed ‘to 
be heard on Oct 24. ux & eg eh solors for perme. 
Notice of appearing must reach the 
noon of Oct 23 

Yorx Sraeet Pus.isume Co, Luurep.—Pta for 
to be heard on Oct 24. Piesse & Son, 15, Old Jewry chmbrs, 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not 
Oct 23 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Dar or Cram. 

London Gasette.—Fuipary, Oct. 5. 
Arnp, James, Wigton, Cumberland, Gent Oct 27 Richardson & Crookes; Wigton 
Baxer, Louisa, W Bowling Oct 26 Paget, Skipton 
Beanp, Wii.14m, Lincoln, Esq Nové Danby & Son, Lincoln 
Boyp, James, Kensington, Esq Decl Braund & Co, Furnival’s inn 
Buap.ey, Joux, Rainow, Chester, Shoemaker Nov 27 Hand, Macclesfield 
Baoveuton, Gronos, Westminster, Gent Nov 12 Trollope & Winckworth, Westaiineter 
Daviss, Daviw, Maesteg, Glam, Pattern Maker Nov5 Morgan, Cardiff 
Davies, Exiza, Plymouth Nové Fox, Plymouth 
Day, Evita Seuma, Camberwell Novi? Hughes & Masterman, New Broad at 
Exas, Jossrn, Shirley, Warwick, Miller Oct 31 King & Ladlow, Solihull 
Fisusa, Tromas, Stechford, Licensed Victualler Nov 9 JBilackham & Taylor, 


Fisvuary, Exvtex, Clapton Nov 12 Marsh, Fenchurch st 
Grnen, Joenen, Hesthamyten, Give Sienna Nov 20 Hensman & Son, Northamp- 


Greensiaps, Witttam Amsnose, Warwick Nov5 Hubbard, Chancery lane 
Hares, f amuxt, Hornsey, Oil and Colourman Deel Brown, Seething lane 





Frrovson—Ronertson,—Oct. 11, at Dunard, Dowanhill, @! , Archd. D. Fergusson, 
na Greenock, to Helen, second daughter of W. A. px olny of 


Sandhills, Ayr- 


Hanpis, Davin, Brighton, Gent Nov 10 Hatton, Strand 
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Hawes, Jonatuan, Hornsey rise, Gent Nov19 May, Golden sq 

Laurance, Apotrnus ALExanpeRr, Bayswater, Physician Nov 14 Field & Co, Lincoln’s 

iecesieeree Hewny, Swansea, Printer Nov 1 Seline, Swansea 

Masow, Tuomas, Hebden Bridge, Contractor Nov9 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 

Mat.ey, Jaxx, Dukinfield Nov 17 Darnton & Bottomley, Ashton under Lyne 

Munxcorrt, Joux Joseru, Whitnash, Farmer Dec1 Handley & Co, Warwick 

Parxes, Dovoras Gorpvox, Taiping, Perak, Civil Servant Jan 1 Taylor & Co, Gray’s inn 

Piaxtoy, James, Kingston upon Hull, Printer Oct 17 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 

Rorr, Sauvet Davry, Hampstead, Builder Nov 10 Lawford, Colenan st 

Boome, Joun Me.cuisepec, 8t Stephens by Saltash, Gent Dec 10 Elworthy & Co, 

Gavenema, Hanan, Huntspill Nov13 Bishop, Bridgwater 

Suarr, Ricuarp, Kennington, Tax Collector Nov1 Carter & Bell, Eastcheap 

Sisson, Witx1am, Sheffield, Gent Novi Eaton, Sheffield 

Spzer, Atrrep Mixes, Park crsnt, Esq Novi Geare & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Srewarp, Joun, Stanningfield, Gent Oct 30 Partridge & Wilson, Bury St Edmunds 

Srewarp, Witiiam, Bury St Edmunds, Farmer Oct 30 Partridge & Wilson, Bury St 
Edmunds 

Sroxes, Ann, Cardiff Nov5 

Wituiams, Tuomas, Ynyshir, Glam, Shoemaker Jan 1 


Morgan, Cardiff 
Williams, Aberdare 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 9. 

Barn, Tryrpnena, Brixton Nov6é Grundy & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Bayrtezy, Jonny, Silverdale, Gent Nov7 Boddington & Ball, Manchester 
Brswickxr, Mary, Rochdale Nov11 Molesworth & Mattley, Rochdale 
Bisnor, Mary Emiry, Heavitree Nov 17 
Boorn, Tuomas, Waterfoot, Gent Oct 31 Knowles & Thompson, Manchester 
Bazreton, Rosert Pearson, Gloucester trree Nov 10 Carr, High Holborn 
Burstropeg, Gzorciana, Worthington, Leics Novi2 Smith & Co, Ashby de la Zouch 
Carterton, Marta Ann Ginovux, Gipsy hill Nov10 Martin & Nicholson, Queen st 
Cocx, Haxnan, Hammersmith Nov6 Rawlings, Walbrook 

Crowruer, Jonny Wii.1amM, Hyde, Cheshire Novi Robinson & Sons, Blackburn 
Dexrt, Txomas, Shap, Stonemason Oct 27 Oldham & Marsh, Melton Mowbray 
Eppiz, Marianne, Lincoln Novi17 HE & R Mason, Barton upon Humber 


Forp, Cuaries Frepericx, Stamford hill, Civil Servant Nov 10 Vanderpump & Son, 
Gray’s inn 

Forp, Exizapetu 

Gisss, Joszrx, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer 
ampton 

Gazzn, Groraz, Preston, Gent Nov3 Craven, Preston 

Gary, Crara Louisa, Reading Nov3 Beale & Martin, Reading 

Hawnam, Jonn, Corby, Licensed Victualler Nov2l1 Beaumont, Grantham 

a - “oa Mary Baskervyie, Petersham Nov 6 
fiel 


Bremridge & Luke, Exeter 


Anta, Ilford Nov 10 Vanderpump & Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Nov 20 Hensmam & Son, North- 


Leman & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
Jacxsoy, Rosser Warp Novil Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Jznoutt, Henny Pounssery, Exeter, Glass Merchant Nov15 Jeboult, Carey st 
Jznxins, Joun, Exeter, Smith Oct22 Friend & Beal, Exeter 

Laxapon, Joun Brown, Torrington, Dairyman Nov6é Matthews, Torrington 

Laren, Gzorcs Frepenricx, Manchester, Publican Oct 31 Crofton & Craven, Manchester 
Panxzs, Doveias Gorpoy, Taiping, Perak, Civil Servant Jani Taylor & Co, Gray’s inn 








Cuapwick, Joszrn, Oldham, Gent Oct 29 Taylor, Oldham 

Coorer, CuanLes Baruwixy, Sandy, Market Gardener Nov 24 Leeds Smith, Sandy 
Corney, Mantua, Liverpool Novi12 Neale, Liverpool 

Currs, Henry, King’s Norton, Licensed Victualler Nov 27 Coley & Coley, Birmingham 
Grauam, Evizaseta, Sunderland Oct 31 Burnicle, Sunderland 

Grauam, Tuomas, Sunderland, Joiner Oct 31 Burnicle, Sunderland 

Haw ee Wituiam Bentinck nny Y pauasien sq, Clerk in Holy Orders Nov 2% 


Cunliffes & Davenport, Chan 

Hirrtsiey, Admiral Henry New soe Pall Mall Dec15 Lawrence & Co, New aq 
Jacxsoy, Tuomas, Tillingham, Farmer Nov 30 Jackson, Finsbury pavement 
Jounson, Saran, Dalston, Dairy Keeper Nov8 Bastard, Philpot lane 

Jones, Saran, Blaenavon Dec12 Bythway & Son, Pontypool 

McCivure, AnpREw Watwace, Leeds, Licensed Victualler Nov17 McConnell, Leeds 
Meynier, Eviza Mary, Ramsgate Decl Handley & Co, Warwick 

Morr, Wix114m, Southport, Doctor Nov 30 Buck & Co, Southport 

Nissex, Joun Leiou, Streatham Nov 12 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hill 

Orpe, Anna Mania Feny, Bath Nov 26 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Purturs, Epwarp, Bristol, Furniture Broker Nov6 Perham, Bristol 

Pursrick, Susan, Oxford Novi10 Galpin, Oxford 

Recupera, Countess De, Ebury st Sept 25 Gidney, Aulsham 

Rosrxson, Josern, Clifton Keynes, Esq Oct29 Sharman & Trethewy, Bedford 
Rosinson, Mary Ann Wuitworrn, Olney Oct 29 Sharman & Trethéwy, Bedford 
Ropaers, Ann, Sheffield Nov 10 Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 

Scuorie.p, Carnertne, Manchester Novi1é Lee & Co, Manchester 

Sruart, Rosgerr Paixeie, Tunbridge Wells, Esg Nov20 Trinder & Capron, Cornhill 
Turner, Josern, Millbank, Publican Nov 10 Gamlen & Burdett, Gray’s inn sq 
Tuvor, Exizasets, Malvern Oct 30 Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham 

Warswaieut, Aanes Ocravia, Maidstone Nov 21 Wood, Finsbury circus 

Wa rage, Dasie, Rotherfield, Sussex, Farmer Nov 23 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge 
Waneamea, Mary Awng, Kidderminster Novi4 Talbot, Kidderminster 


Wivpe, Mary Exizasern, Birmingham Novi12 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 
Wortuineron, Bearrice, Hastings Dec1 Tomlin & Son, Old Burlington st 









London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Oct. 16. 
Barnes, Samvet, Exeter, Gent Nov15 Caprons & Co, Conduit st 


Bown, Gzorce Day, Huntspill, Somerset, Farmer Nov17 J Ruscombe Poole & Son, 
Bridgwater 
Brown, Peres, Shotley Bridge, Chemist Nov 10 Booth, Shotley Bridge 


Buregss, Joux, GtGrimsby Nov19 Barker, Gt Grimsby 

Curriz, Marcaret, W Burton Dec8 Gadsden & Treherne, Bedford row | 
Curr, Wit.1am, Harrogate, Esq Oct 27 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds 

Dauncey, Wavrer, Birmingham Novi12 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 

Da WSON, Josern, Broughton in Furness, Yeoman Nov 20 Butler, Broughton in 
Saneneuete, James, Hyde, Builder Dec 20 Hibbert & Westbrook, Hyde 
Fisuer, Witi1am Ricnarp, Gt Grimsby, Machine Dealer Oct 25 Wilkin, Gt Grimsby ; 
Foster, James, Leeds, Cutler Nov 20 Simpsons & Denham, Leeds 
Greznwoop, Thomas, Manchester, Packer Oct 13 Lloyd & Davies, Manchester 
8° ames Ex.en Exiza, Lymington Dec 11 Wynne & Son, Lincoln’s inn 












Pirxinertox, Ricnarp, Penzance, Gent Nov 3 Brewis, 8t Helens Ha WwW. " H enti N Bs ‘ : ; 
Pirzr, Henny Tuomas, Peckham, Gent Nov 20 Pettitt, King’s Arms Yard Ht vassing A ae wens nape ~rseige tend ay menage . be Fasbuy = 
Porrtewx1t, Exriy, Kingston upon Hull Sept 27 Gale, Hull SS Me ROR 0 ay cage y “* ne oS ne ; 
Raynonpv, Henny, Bournemouth, Dealer in China Oct 22 HS & 8 Watts, Yeovil l snag : oe v nip 3 coy “i af fi ame en say — rns ras 7 
Sreprnenson, James, Padiham, Tailor Nov 16 Waddington, Burnley “a J r* pgrnerl “ i ” os dekin ae rt omes, Merthyr Tydal } 
Suspnens, Youraxpe Mariz Louise Lyne, Roehampton Nov17 Tathams & Pyms, Old paar Senterencoenee ee: eee ‘ —— 
ewry ; ; Morais, Joun Epwarp, Wolverhampton Nov17 Willcock & Taylor, Wolverhampton } 
oo er ened i mag -opy pecom Pearce, Watrer Massie, Gt Crowsby, Cotton Salesman Dec 28 White, Liverpool I 
ALLWoRK, ALIcE, Foulton le eo OY SOROS, STeOR Porter, Jouy, Kensington Jani Merriman & Co, Austinfriars 
Worszi1, Arruur Grorce, Blindley Heath, Godstone, Hotel Keeper Nov 20 Pearless Russ Ww oe d Nov30 Stanton & ore News “r I 
&S East Gri i USSELL, WILLIAE, ms ov m & Atkinson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
London Gazette-—Fripax, Oct. 12. Simpson, Jonny Hueu, Oughtrington, Chester, Farmer Nov12 Laycock, Altrincham 1 
Anpour, Many, Leiecster Nov 20 Burgess & Dexter, Leicester Tuomas, ALAN Bropericx, Woking, Captain Nov30 Wynne & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields I 
Bricutwe.t, Taomas Henry, Byfield, Farmer Nov 15 Willoughby, Daventry ee p SRD upon Tyne, Draper Dec10 Stobo & Livingston, New- 8 
Bromecs, Annz EvizapetTs, Bournemouth, Hants Oct 31 Fussell & Co, Bristol Watson, Recinatp Ernest, South Benfleet, Gent Jan1 Miller, Tokenhouse bldgs 8 
Bryson, Gzorcr, Langley Moor, Farm Labourer Nov8 Bell & Sons, Sunderland Waricut, Wiiu14m, Gt Yarmouth, Builder Nov30 Culley, Norwich . 
8 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. | Soom, eee, nee 3 Draper’s Assistant Black- | Hay, Boe Gengere, , Sen ty arr ge Builder 
Pe c dermins' et Oc ic 
London Gaszette.—Frivay, Oct. 12. | eee a kee, Satan, Builder High Court oy Jouy, a Merchant Pembroke Dock 
RECEIVIN: | e P 8 et Sept 27 Ord Oct 10 & 
tiie Sait iaiom G aencued niet & | Coanperen, been Exeter, Confectioner Exeter Pet Isaac, Cuanuis Jon, wT} Provision Merchant ‘. 
’ ’ us in Clevelan ire 0e- | ic icester Pet Oct 6 Oct 8 
maker Stocktonon Tees Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 | Cottarp, Tuomas Louis, Medkingten, Farmer Canterbury | Ko.omer, Wixu1aM, Manchester, Furniture Dealer Man- 
AKESTER, Wasa Horxry, Fulham rd, Electrician High | Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 1 chester Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 T. 
a ome 5 wt Kops 96 Ord Oc | Bow anos, Rogar, Penthyndendraeth, Painter Portmadoc | iameian Oe James, Bristol, Jeweller Bristol Pet Oct 8 
LLEN, Jouy, East vitae, | Merchant Norwict et Oc rd Oc 
me Oct 1 10 Ord Oct 10 Norwich Pet | | Epw —— | = LLIAM Soraee, OS St wreat, Cattle Dealer Ply- Lewis, ‘nated Erith, Clothier Rochester Pet Oct 8 Ord T 
sTRY, Frank, Sutton, Surrey, Clerk Croyd et A mou et Oct 9 O | et 8 
24 ‘Ord Oct 9 res wrton Pet Aug | Poees le = ~ Sraruns, Winchester, Clerk in Holy | Lorp, Freperick, Scarborough, Game Dealer Scarborough W 
| rders inchester Pet Sept15 Ord Oct 8 Pet Oct8 Ord Oct8 
wees egg poy rd, Brushmaker High Court | Fu mae ee ae K, Oxford, Tailor Oxford Pet | Marsn, » Ym, Runcorn, Pawnbroker Warrington Peé W 
Jet 8 ct 8 Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Banczn, ie Mig One “Da baea On ote Licensed | Gace, Pures, Beistel, Public house Broker Bristol Pet | Mayes, Witu1am, Derby, Builder Derby Pet Oct10 Ord Ww 
ept 25 Ord ¢ Oct 10 
a op gl Tummon, Leeds, Solicitor Leeds Pet Oct o— fom ee Hartlepool, Builder Sunderland Pet | Moors, —_ Tonypandy, Grocer Pontypridd Pet Oct 8 
| ct 9 ct Ord Oct 
— Lanny! Teegieee, Labourer Burton on | Grunome, Gamase Youn, Kidderminster, Innkeeper Mousse, Asa, Bresos, Glass Dealer Merthyr Tydfil Pet Ar 
t4 0 t 
Braocz, Rose Janz, East Grinstead, Dairy Proprietress | Gouprxe, James, Twyford, Reading Pet Oct 6 | Norrox, Epwix James, Shaftesbury, Plumber Salisbury 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 | Orddcté Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct'9 
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Pourtt, Artuur, Mirfield, Yorks, Joiner Dewsbury Pet 
Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 j 

Reep, Joun, Bridgwater, Boot Dealer Bridgwater Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 


Rees, Wittiam Matruew, Cwmbwria, Licensed Victualler 
Swansea Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Rotaxpo, Henry Grorer, Sudbury, Suffolk, Fishmonger 
Colchester Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

SHARP, hive. Birmingham, Ironmonger Birmingham 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

SLapprIn, JosEepn, Halifex, Hairdresser Halifax Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 10 

SueTHU -_ G, Addiscombe Croydon Pet July 20 Ord 
Oct 9 

Srevensoy, Artaur, Nottingham, Fruit Salesman Not- 
tingham Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Tuomas, ALFrep Nort, Tottenham, Traveller Edmonton 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

Tuomas, Tuomas Wartxtx, Treharris, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 8 

Vervoyx, Courtyey Ropert Percy, Stanwick, Nurseryman 
Northampton Pet Sept 15 Ora Oct 9 

Water, Morais, Charterhouse st High Court Pet Oct 9 
Ord Oct 9 

Wa.matey, Janez, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 10 

Woopwanp, Cranty Jony, Rochester, Farmer Rochester 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Backxuovusr, Ampross, Manchester, Merchant Oct 19 at 3 
Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Baz.ry, Jouyx, Leominster, Veterinary Surgeon Oct 23 at 
2.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Broavpent, James, Calverley, Grocer Oct 20 at 11 Off 
Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

CLARKE, Oxmoypr BLAKEW Ay, Wetheral, Cumb, Gentleman 
Oct 23 at12 12, Lonsdale st, Carlisle 

CLEMENTS, Ricuarp, Exeter, Confectioner Oct 23 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Co.porne, Henry, Stoke Golding, Farmer Oct 19 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Coox, Fxanx, Longton, House Furnisher Oct 31 at 12.30 
North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 

Darxes, James, Kidderminster, Licensed Victualler Oct 
19at2 A 8 Thursfield, Solicitor, Kidderminster 

Deax, Jonx, Beckenham, Coachbuilder Oct 19 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Diaper, a Frrep, Eckington, Market Gardener Oct 19 at 
11 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Evans, b cobg Dukestown, Brecon, Carpenter Oct 19 at 3 
Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tatil. 

FearnLey, Grorce, Middlestown, Yorks, Yarn Spinner 
Oct 19 at 11 Off Rec, Bond terrace, Wakefield 

Geran, Wiittam, Leominster, Tailor Oct 22 at 10 4, 
Corn sq, Leominster 

Guiantz, Isaac, Cable st, Provision Merchant Oct 19 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Grover, Sypyey, South st, Timber Merchant Oct 19 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Have, Bensamin, Netherton, Builder Oct 19 at 10.15 Off 
Rec, Dudl 

Howe, Arruur, Chatteris, Cambs, Farmer Uct 30 at 12 
Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 

Hyper, Atrrev, Kidderminster, Licensed Victualler Oct 
19 at 2.30 A 8 Thursfield, Solicitor, Kidderminster 

Kirxey, Atrrep Francis Puitir, Watford, Clerk Oct 19 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lewis, James, Erith, Clothier Oct 29 at-11.30 Off Rec, 
High st, Rochester 

Leypourns, Firorence, Regent’s pk, Music Hall Performer 
Oct 19at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lorp, Henpert Moopy, Dudley, Licensed Victualler Oct 
19 at 10.40 Off Rec, Dudley 

Mayero, Aytonro, Walton-on-Thames, Restaurant Keeper 
Oct 22 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Marro.e, Jonny, Treharris, Glam, Chemist Oct 22 at 12 
Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Marrnews, Epwarp, Woodstock, Saddler Oct 19 at 12 
Off Rec, Oxford 

Mortmer, Davin, Bradford, Retired Butcher Oct 19 at 3 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Pickup, Samu EL, Manchester, Beerhouse Agent Oct 19 at 
3.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Puyrietp, Arruur, Wednesfield, Staffs, Builder Oct 22 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Rotaypo, Heyry GrorcE, Sudbury, Fishmonger Oct 25 
at 12.45 Townhall, Colchester 

Regs, Jonn Hiaaon, Swansea, Lockgateman Oct 19 at 12 
Off Ree, $1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Saxny, Josern, Wokingham, Tailor Oct19at3 Off Rec, 
95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

SLaDDIN, Josern, Halifax, Hairdresser’s — ee Oct 24 
atll Off Ree, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Swix, Ric HARD, Liverpool, Chandler Oct 23 at 3 Off 

35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Suirn, Wasenn Freprric x, and Samugt Harroaos, Shore- 
ditch, Emery Cloth Makeis Oct 19 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Sourawoop, ALrrep, Fareham Oct 22 at 12.30 Messrs 
Young & Son, Bank bldgs, Hastings 

Sreixmawx, Enxest E, Clun, Salop, Farmer Oct 23 at 3 
2, Offa st, Hereford 

Tarr, WitLIAM Epear, Croydca, Clerk Oct 23 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Tuouson, Saran, Southsea, Lodging house Keeper , Oct 23 
at3 O , Cambridge Junction, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

Tourer, Ricwarp, i, Public house Manager Oct 19 
atl0 Off Rec, Dudley 

Wa rers, Danizt, Yoresbwl, Glam, Underground Haulier 
Oct 19 at 12 Off Kec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Warrs, Grorer, Bolton, Watchmaker Oct 19 at 11 16, 
Wood st, Bolton 

Woopowarp, Cranny Joun, Rochester, Farmer Oct 29 at 
12 Off Rec, High st, Rochester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apausoy, Jackson, Loftus in Cleveland, Shoemaker Mid- 
dlesborough Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 





a. rom peed Dereham, Merchant Norwich Pet Oct 

1 

Barker, Epwis Tummon, Leeds, Solicitor Leeds Pet Oct 
6 Ord Oct 6 


Binonam, Wriwiam, pe Labourer Burton on 
Trent Pet Oct 9 


Brace, Rose Jane, East Grinstead, Dairy Proprietress 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 10 

Brown, Herpert, wwe Draper’s Assistant Black- 
burn Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 8 

Brown, Marrua, Batley, Hay Dealer Dewsbury Pet Oct 
2 Ord Oct 6 


Ciements, Ricnuarp, Exeter, Confectioner Exeter Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Cecerns, Groner, Lianrothal, Rabbit Warren Keeper 
Newport, 


Mon Pet Aug 24 Ord Oct 8 
Coox, Frank, House Furnisher Stoke upon 


oe See Ord Oct 10 t's Park High Court 
USEN! pwarpD Henry, Regent’s Par! i 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Oct 6 


6 
Epwaros, Ronert, Penrhyndeudraeth, Painter Portmadac 
Pet Oct 8 Ord 


Oct 9 
Epwarps, Wii.1AmM Grorar, St Neot, Cattle Dealer Ply- 
mouth Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
Furey, Joun Freperick, Oxford, Tailor Oxford Pet Oct 
8 Ord Oct 8 
Gispons, George Witiiam, Kidderminster, Innkeeper 
idderminster Pet et Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 


Gispon, Joun, West Hartlepool, Joiner Sunderland Pet” 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 10 


Go.pine, James, Twyford, Berks, Draper Reading Pet 
Oct6 Ord Oct 6 


Hawt, Hever a 8 rt, Carriage Builder Kid- 
derminster Pet Oct 8 Oct 8 

Jouxson, Epwarp, Westminster, Consulting Engineer 
High Court Pet July 31 Ord Ord 6 

Kotomer, Wiiu1aM, Manchester, Furniture Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

ane James, Erith, Clothier Rochester Pet Oct8 Ord 


8 
Lorp, Freperick, Scarborough, Fish Dealer Scarborough 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 


Marsa, Wirtiam, Runcorn, Pawnbroker Warrington 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
ao, Wixuram, Derby, Builder Derby PetOct10 Ord 
10 


—_, —_ Tonypandy, Grocer Pontypridd Pet Oct 8 

yy 8 

Morets, Anna, ye Glass Dealer Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 


Norton, ome James, Shaftesbury, Plumber Salisbury 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Payne; James Ae. Plaistow, Barman High Court 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 

Pou ,~t we = yg R, Mirfield, Joiner Dewsbury Pet Oct 8 


Raney, ere Ashby, Linc, Draper Lincoln Pet 
Oct 4 
Reep, pd Bridgwater, Bootdealer Bridgwater Pet Oct 


Or 

Rees, Wittram Matruew, ny we ta Licensed Victualler 
Swansea Pet Oct 9 Ord Oc' 

Rosinson, Jacon, ee, Purniture Dealer Tredegar 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Oct 

Roianpo, Henry amok Soihere, Suffolk, Fishmonger 
Colchester Pet Oct8 Ord Oc’ 

Sauve, Aueustr, 7 yo st, ee High Court Pet 
Aug 25 Ord Oct 

Siappin, Josern, Halifax, Hairdresser Halifax Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 10 

Stevenson, Arruur, Nottingham, Fish Salesman Notting- 
ham Pet.Oct10 Ord 10 

Wacms.ey. Janez, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 10 


Whee er, Joux, and Joun Hewry ba Kinson, 
Dorset, Gasfitters Poole Pet Oct Ord Oct 9 

Woopwakrp, Cranity Joun, Rochester, Same Rochester 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Amprew, ALsert Epwarp, Rochester, Hairdresser Roches- 
ter Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
—- Cuartes 8, Buxton Stockport Pet Sept 25 
Oct 


ASHFIELD, A Bromsgrove, Baker Worcester Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 10 
Bera, Jouy, Hackney rd, Cabinet Maker High Court Pet 
2 Sept 21 Ord ~~ s na 
INNEY, CHARLES 1BBERT, Snaresbrooke, Wharfinger 
High Court Pet Oct 13 ‘Ord Oct 13 
ary Leeds, Poultry Dealer Leeds Pet Oct 8 


Rees Fe Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet Oct 
0 Oct 10 

ous RO, & Sons, D y, Wool Merchants Dewsbury 
Drummoyp, MaLcoim * Ajaccio, Corsica High Court Pet 
Ord Oct 1 





et Sept 29 Ord Oct 10 
June 21 


Bum. Jou, Washden, Grocer Northampton Pet Oct 13 
c 

Emery, Wittiam Hevry, eating, Timekeeper Reading 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 

Freemay, Maria Ha ota Norwich, General Shop Keeper 
Norwich Pet Oct13 Ord Oct13 

Harris, ie Perer Janez, Kennington, 

h Court Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 12 

Harais, ha Ricuarp, Chipping Campden, Licensed 
Victualler Kidderminster 4 Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Hurt, Caarves Reap, a, Builder High Court 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 

I:Line wortn, Soputa, Fairburn, Yor, Innkeeper Wake- 
field Pet Oct 12 Ord Oc 

eer a Caron, we Rane Carmarthen Pet Oct 11 


— mtsam Water, Leeds, Blacksmith Leeds 


$10 Ord Oct 10 
Jusy, Srernen Jouy, Commission Agent 


‘Kalen 
Leicester Pet Oct11 Ord Oct 11 








Kersuaw, Percy Berasrorp Watour, South Hampstead, 

x ee Be eet Fates ee 
a, man Epwarp, Wa 

ton Pet Oct Ord Oct 


12 12 
Mason, Groror Wath, , Silk Manufacturer 
u . L 12 Ord Oct 12 Deger Best 
EREDITH, JounN RicHarp, 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 


Mania, Cont, SA Baker Leicester Pet Oct10 Ord 

NicHo.soy, ayy » Regent ot st, ane Victualler High 
Court Pet Oct 

Putin, Bexsamry, B- 4 Insurance Broker 

Pet Oct 12 Ord Oot 18 12 

Rees, Evan, Caerphilly, Butcher Cardiff Pet Oct li Ord 

So Norfolk, Corn Factor Norwich Pet Sept 26 

Roperts, Wiiwiam Arravur, =r, grins, Colonel 
High Court Pet A 


Augi7 Ord 
Ryay, Wiiuram Epmuunp Parrick, Clerk 
High Court Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 


Scuorigexp, James, wood, Comission Agent Oldham 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Sroxe, Janez, Peckham, Stonemason High Court Pet 
Oct 18 Ord Oct 13 

Taegan, Fae Brixton High Court Pet Oct 13 Ord 

Taytor, Cuaries, Sandhurst, Laundryman Reading Pet 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Fonges, Sam, Leicester, Carpenter Leicester Pet Oct 10 

10 
Vee & Tovxren, Fore st, Hosiers High Court 


Sept 22 Ord Oct 11 
Wans, Nep, =m Coal Merchant Bradford 
Pet Oct 12 Ord 


We San Joey Worvester, Baker Worcester 
ll ll 

Wale Rane, Stoke upon Trent Stoke upon Trent 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct 12 

Wipvowsoyx, Josern, Hathern, Framework Knitter 
Leicester Pet Oct rd 

Witsox, Herserr Fisner, Halifax, Builder Halifax Pet 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Wixson, Toomas Stantey, Failsworth, Cardroom Jobber 
Oldham Pet Oct 11 


Ord Oct 11 
Wee, 208 Josern, > ene rd, Butcher High Court 
Wricnrt, oon Solney, Derby, Licensed 
Burton on Trent Pet Oct 13 Gra Oct 13 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
A.ey, Jounx, East Dereham, Merchant Oct 27 at12 Of 
Ree, 8, Ki Norwich 
Anprew, ALpert Epwarp, Rochester, Hairdresser Oct 29 
atll Off Rec, 
Arkcinson, Gsoror Rosinson, Newcastle 
Butcher Oct 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, 


castle on Tyne 

Bickxervike, Joun Taompson, Leeds, Milk Dealer Oct 24 
atll Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Binenam, WILLIAM, Thringstone, Labourer Oct 23 at 2.30 
Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, 

Biapoy, Josern, Hemel Hempstead, Watercress Grower 
Oct 25 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 

Boocock, Jouy, me | , Yorks, p Syateey Dealer Oct 24 at 

a... Ge aes, Black nel Nov7at2 County 

RoWN, Hersert ‘ov 

Court house, tiekbes 

Burrows, Wit.1am, Leicester, Shoemaker Oct 24 at 12.30 


Off Ree, 1, Berridge at, Leicester 

Cray, R O, & Sons, bury, Wool Merchants Oct 24 
at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 

C.iements, CuristopHer, Aberavon, wright Oct 23 

31, wansea 

Cooper, Ratepn Mayn, ‘ord Abbots, Farmer Oct 25 
at12 White Hart Hi Romford 

Cowen, JESSE ~ Widow Oct 23 at 11 Bankruptcy 

‘gs, 

Crank, J AMES, Newington, Builder Be Mats Of 

95, Temple chmbrs, —— aven 

Earoy, andy et Butcher Oct 23 3 at 12 2%, Rail- 

, Painter Oct 24 at 

ILLIAM preg thn St Neot, Cattle Dealer Oct 
26 at11 10, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Faucxyer, Wiuiiam, Birmi Stationer Oct 25 at 11 
23, Colmore row, B: 

Furser, ae Speer, Oxford, Tailor Oct 23 at 12 Off 

Gaas, Peren, Bristol, Public House Broker Oct 24 at 1 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

aati Henny Cuarces, Lee, --- Yue Agent Oct 24 at 
1 

—, Builder Oct 24 at 11 
¥ Innkeeper Oct 23 

Siva 

Seeviten Sie Merchant 


cial Get Ht 12.0 On 


owas, Roney, Bear 


Hurt, Cuagies Reap, 
ILLInGworrts, HIA, 
otf 
Isaac, CHARLES somes 
Oct 23 at 12.30 


Lamparp, James, Bristol, 


chmbrs, Coen ae Bal 
Lewis, Davin, pan Bente Oct 23 at 11 Off Rec, 
11, Quay st, 
RD, Frepericx, Scarborough, Game Dealer Oct 24 at 
11.30 Off 74, Newborough st, 
Mayes, Wiiu1am, , Builder Oct 23 at 3 Off Reo, 
St James's chm! by 





Moyrtacwon, Louis Witu1am, Cheltenham, Tutor Oct 23 
at4 Chel 


New, Hensert, Oct 23 at 11 Off Rec, 


, orcester 
Po.uitt, nvUR, Mirfield, Joiner Oct 23 at 11 Off Rec, 
ing, Boot Dealer Oct 24 at 10.45 


Best Jann Beene, Pate ‘ov weet lt Redienge 






812 





Roserts, WiiuiaM Antes, Renetagten, Colonel Oct 23 
at 2.30 ae igs, Ci 

Roprxsox, ane an Jewe! be Oct 23 at 3 Off 
Ree, 65, yr 

Suarr, Witi1aM, LS a. a Oct 26 at 11 

Colmore row, Birming 

Simpson, Gronce Nicnoison, Carlisle, Draper Oct 25 at 
2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Srarao, ef eo a , Gent Oct 


Hol 

Srernens, Ricnarp, a poe Oct 24at12 Off 
Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

ee Troms, Preston, Draper’s Assistant Nov 16 

Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Sunk, Jony, Groraz Nayior Tetiow, Hyde, 
Mineral Water Manufacturers Oct 29 at 3 Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Tomas, Joux Hoxtey, Lianberis, Quarryman Oct 23 at 
2 ~~ ug Bete Hotel, Carnarvon 

Tourer, Jonx, Carpenter Oct 23 at3 Off 

,1, Berridge st. 





26 at 1.30 


, Leicester 
Water, "Morris, Charterhouse st Oct 25at11 Bank- 


wy ldgs, st 

Weuts, J Anprrson, Strawberry Hill, Stockbroker Oct 
26at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wuee en, Joux, and Jony Henry a Ween, Kinson, Gas 

Fitters Oct 23at 12.30 Off Rec, ury 

Wippowsox, Josrrn, Hathern, Framework 1 Knitter Oct 
Wati Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leiceste 

Wis0os, Herserr Fisner, Halifax, Builder Oct 24 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 


The oie ae amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
the London Gazette of rept 25 :— 
on 8 Epuvnp, 8t James’s, Inspector of Police Oct 24 at 
2.30 ptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apert Epwarp, Rochester, Hairdresser 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Asnriz.tp, Jesse, Bromsgrove, Nailmaker Worcester Pet 

Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Boocock, Joux, wy Yorks, Poultry Dealer 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 

Burrows, WIttiam, * Leiceater, Shoe Maker 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 

Cottarp, Taomas Lov “7 Nackington, Kent, 
Canterbury Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 11 

Eazy, Jonx, Rushden, Grocer Northampton Pet Oct 12 
Ord Oct 13 


Reading 


AwyprREw, 


Leeds 
Leicester 


Farmer 


Eurery, Wituiam Henry, Reading, Timekeeper 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Evans, Exnest Txoomeson Ranmeacn, Temple avenue, 
Medical Practitioner High Court Pet Aug30 Ord 
Oct 11 


Frieip, Grorcre Harptxo, Me age park, Builder 
Court Pet June 29 Ord Oct 

Freeman, Marta Hayvan, Nocwich, eae Shop Keeper 
Norwich Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 1 

Gantz, Isaac, Cable st, Provision | 
Pet 26 Ord Oct 12 

Hares, Joun pense, , See Campden, Beerhouse 

Kidderm et Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Edmonton 


High 
High Court 


Hoare, Atpert ——y aaa aaa Agent 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Oct 1 

Houipsworrn, Jouy cow arp, and Sam Borromiey, 
Yeadon, Merchants Bradford Pet Sept 22 Ord 


Oct 12 

Inurmeeworrtn, Sornta, py? Yorks, Innkeeper Wake- 
field Pet Oct 12 fh 

James, Jouyx, Caron, Labou my iinet Pet Oct 9 
Ord Oct 11 


Jonusox, Wittram Water, Leeds, Blacksmith 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Jusy, Some Joux, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Kiva, Groror Epwarp, _—— Farmer Northamp- 
ton Pet Octi2 Ord Oct 1 

Lyrcett, AgTHuR CHARLES, Workington, Draper Cocker- 
mouth Pet June 23 Ord 

Masox, Gronor Wiiiiam, Macclesfield, am Manufacturer 
Macclesfield Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 1 

McQuerey, Gronce ALEXANDER, Colebester, China Dealer 
Colchester Pet 28 Ord Oct 12 

Merevrrn, Jonw Ricnarp, —— Draper Ponty- 

i Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 
Mi.is, Jouy, Leicester, Baker _ Pet Oct 10 Ord 
10 


nee Victualler High 


Leeds 


Commission Agent 


Oct 
Nicnoisos, Tomas, Regent st, 
Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 1 
Poiiarp, wy — ™ St Albans Pet 
Sept 29 Oct 10 


ULLIN, a, Lewisham Park, Insurance Broker 
— 


Pet Oct 12 — Oct 12 

wood, Commission Agent OJ]d- 

Suarr, Wit114m, Birmingham, Ironmon Bi ham 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 11 pilates 

Sunirn, Warren Paxperick, and Sauvet Hartocs, Shore- 
Manuf: High Court 


Pet 
Sept 20 Oct 11 
Sparco, Nicnoias, Lianrhyddlad,Gent Bangor Pet Sept 
8 Ord Oct 12 
frown, Atraeo Hewry, Cheltenham, Decorator Chelten- 
ham Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 4 
Taryes, don Sandhurst, Laundryman Reading Pet 
Teritow, Jon»x, ty Geonoz Nartor Tetiow, Hyde 
Mineral Water Manufacturers Stalybridge Pet Oct 1 
Tacna, Toor W. Treharris, Gro 
4, MAS ATKIN, peer Merth 
Tydfil Pet Oct 3 Ord Det 10 + 
Lee - monde ’ Leicester Pet Oct 10 
zp, Stanningley, Coal Merchant Bradford Pet 
Ot 12 ‘Ord Oct 12 


Wait, Cuaries Currozy, Worcester, Baker Worcester 
Pet Oct 11 oe Oct 11 
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Wivpowsoy, Rodale iether, Framework Knitter Lei- 
cester Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 
Witsow, Hernert Fisner, Halifax, Builder Halifax Pet 


Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Witsox, Taomas Stawnvey, Failsworth, Cardroom Jobber 
Oléham Pet Oct 11 Oct 11 

Wourr, Witt1am Atsmox, Temple, American Barrister 
High Court Pet July3 Ord Oct 11 

Wricnut, Grorer, Newton Solney, Licensed Victualler 
Burton on Trent Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Hetspy, Mary Ann, Accrington, Draper Blackburn Adj 
Nov 5, 1892 Annul Nov 20, 1893 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Oct. 22.—Measrs. Harman Bros., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o’clock, Freehold Rental (see advertisement, Oct. 13, p. 
800; this week, p. 4). 





Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
6s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxtcrrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
5s. 6d. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

OF BIRMINGHAM. 


C i eg 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR. 


WANTED, in the Office of the Town Clerk of Birming- 
ham, an ASSISTANT SOLICITOR. 

He must bea duly qualified Solicitor, well acquainted with 
Conveyancing, Chancery and Common Law, and have a 
knowledge of County Court and rial Practice. 

He will be required to give up his whole time to the 
duties, and must not be engaged in private practice or any 
other employment. 

Salary, £300 per annum. 

Applications, stating age, and accompanied by recent 
testimonials, under cover, endorsed ‘*‘ Assistant Solicitor,” 
to be sent to the Town Clerk, Birmingham, not later than 
the 23rd October instant. 

Applicants are requested to observe the above directions, 
and not to canvass. 

Dated this 9th day of October, 

EDWARD ORFORD SMITH, Town Clerk. 

Council House, Birmingham. 


[JNIVERSITY COL COLLEGE, LONDON. 


LAW CLASSES. 


These Classes are specially adapted for Students 
paring for the LL.B. Degree fn the University of Lon — 
and for the Indian Civil Service Examinations. Jurispru- 
dence, Indian Law, and Constitutional Law and Constitu- 
tional History—Prof. A. Henry, M.A., LL.B. Roman 
Law—Prof. A. Murison, M.A. Students are admitted to 
all Classes without previous a uses 
may be obtained from the College wer-street, W.C. 

J. M. HORSBURGH, M. y 


AW. —Practice Wanted. —A Retired Solici- 

4 tor, of ability and reputation, with ample capital, 

wishing to resume work, desires to Purchase sound Con- 

nexion.—Address, in confidence, Lex, care of Munton & 
Morris, Solicitors, 95a, Queen Victoria-street, London. 








‘DARTNERSHIP.—Solicitor (Honours), age 

31, seven = Managing in London, desires Partner- 

ship or Clerkship with view thereto. —Address, in strict 

confidence, Norruerry, “ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 27, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


OUNG SOLICITOR (B.A. Oxon.), Articled 


in London, admitted June, 1894, desires E: 





Oct. 20, 1894. 
REVERSIONS, - ANNUITIES, LIFE: 
INTERESTS, LIFE POLICIES, & ~~ 
MO ey H. E. FOSTER & CRANs 
successors to Marsh, Milner, & Co.), 

a conahae enamend ining ne Interest 
Their Periodical Sales (established by the late Mr. H.R,” 
Marsh in 1843) occur on the First Thursday in each Month 
throughout the y Reem and are the recognized medium fog 

this description of property. Advances made, it 
nosotiatode— Addons 6, Poultry, “Lenten. E.c. 





req 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). _ 
UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 7 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month and on other days as occasion ~ 
may require. 
STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
ef PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, Negotiation | 
Mortgages, Receiverships i in Chancery, Sales by Auction § 
of Furniture and Stock, Collection of Rents, &e. Separate | 
printed Lists of House Property, Ground- ‘Rents for Bale, 
oor Houses, &c., to be Let, are issued on the ist of each © 
month, and can be had ge on —— or free by” 
post for two stamps. charge for insertion. Tele 5 
ovghts address, ‘‘ Servabo, London.” 


AUCTION SALES AT DEPTFORD, WOOLWICH, 
LONDON, AND ELSEWHERE. 
ESSRS. HARDS & BRADLY, Auc-: 
tioneers, Estate Agents, and Valuers, hold Periodical 5 
SALES at the “DOVER CASTLE,” DEPTFORD; 31,7 
GREEN’S END, WOOLWICH; at the MART, CITY, and? 
elsewhere. Messrs. Hards & Bradly, who also undertake 
Rent Collections, Surveys and Valuations for all purposes,; 
will be pleased to quote terms for the Sale of Properties 
intended to be submitted to Public Auction or otherwise.) 
—Offices: Greenwich; 31, Green’s End, Woolwich; an@ 
158, Fenchurch-street, E.C. i 








AUCTION SALES. 


My Bsses: FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and includ 
every description of House Property. Printed terms cam 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-E 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on app 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 








REEEOLD GROUND-RENTS W. Ei] 
with Reversions to the rack rentals in from 6 to 
years; the south side of London rather preferred ; 
thousand pounds ready for immediate investment. —Or r 
or their eclisiben please send full particulars direct to @ 
intending purchaser, J. H. Bruvincuvurst, 137, : 
parade, Brighten, Sussex. 


O TRUSTEES, ciate pr ac 
men.—The Lonpow AxD Mipianp Assets Comp. 
(LimirEep) are p' to Purchase k or other ki 
Debts, in ae part of the United Kingdom.—Address, 
rticulars, to Secretary, 14 & 15, Coleman-stz 
ondon, E.C. 





c Yonveyancing or Chancery, under supervision. a. 
oe Bios, 17, Longridge-road, London, 5.W. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE oasis MAKERS. 


BY SPROIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Pan aoe the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
cial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law W: and Gowns for i 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Town 








O CAPITALISTS.—Finance Wanted 
a Patent Non-Vibrating Wheel for Cabs, C 
Omnibuses, &c. Novel in principle, and has 
thoroughly tested, having run thousands of a in 
cab use; is as quiet as rubber, runs cleaner, is 
cent. lighter in a, and thrice as durable ; a 
property ; would Sell Share or Work with Syndic 
os to a F., 817, Measrs. Deacon’s, 





NTY GUINEAS FEE will be F 
for an Introduction to a suitable Resident Pati 

a Medical Man holding an important official positic 

residing in a 0s and handsome house in the Wi 

London ; special eg as to treatment and ¢ 


on a care of fey whitlock, Ll ie eal 


Mepicvs, 
K 


OFFIoRS « to = LET.—Two large, 
ted Rooms on 2nd Floor, rent sag alao 
vacant at Ladyday, ry o] 


~ 





Groun ii Offices, 
Apply to W. Carrznter & Sons, on 
Pountney-lane, Cannon-street, E.C. 





